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CURRENT TOPICS, 


We print elsewhere an order of transfer of seventy actions fro m 
the lists of Mr. Justice Kay, Mr. Justice Currry, and Mr. Justice 
Pearson to Mr. Justice Norts, for the purpose of trial or hearing 
only. 





We rerer elsewhere, in detail, to the contents of the new 
Rules of the Supreme Court, which were signed last Friday. In 
addition to these, the Rule Committee have signed “additional 
rules and regulations in divorce and matrimonial causes,” which 
will be found in another column. The effect of these rules is to 
apply rules 8, 9, and 10 of R. S. C., 1883, and the fees in the 
lower and higher scales of costs, so far as applicable, to divorce and 
matrimonial causes. 





THE NEW RULES are, as we point out elsewhere, largely directed 
to reducing the pressure of work in the Chancery Chambers. But 
what will be the effect of rule 21, which provides that “any 
mortgagee or mortgagor, whether legal or equitable, or any person 
entitled to or having property subject to a legal or équitable charge, 
or any person having the right to foreclose or redeem any mort- 
gage, whether legal or equitable, may take out, as of course, an 
originating summons, returnable in the chambers of a judge of the 
Chancery Division, for such relief of the nature or kind following 
as may by the summons be specified, and as the circumstances of 
the case may require—that is to say, sale, foreclosure, delivery of 
possession by the mortgagor, redemption, re-conveyance, delivery 
of possession by the mortgagee?’’ Will not this bring in more 
work to chambers than the other rules remove ? 





On Sarvrpay tasr Mr. Justice Pearson called attention to 
what he described as a serious defect in the present practice in 
partition actions—a defect which, he said, could only be remedied 
by the Legislature. The ordinary form of judgment in a partition 
action, when there was to be a sale, directed an inquiry as to who 
were the persons interested in the property, and in what propor- 
tions, and that, if it should appear that they had all been properly 
served, there should be a sale. Cases often arose in which some of 
the parties having small interests were in different parts of the 
world, and the whole proceedings were suspended until they had 
been served, though there was no doubt as to the title of the 
majority of the persons interested, and in this way great expense 
was caused. There was, no doubt, a difficulty in dealing with the 
interests of absent persons, but the mischiefs arising from the 
present system were greater than the benefits. His lordship 
wished that the Legislature could devise some mode of putting an 
end to this great expense. 





THERE ARE soMr provisions in the new Rules of Court which 
seem to be open to question. The first rule is an amendment of 
ord. 5, r. 9 (¢.), which requires the solicitor to certify that a writ 
or summons or petition he is presenting is not to his knowledge 
connected with any other pending matter, or convenient to be 
heard therewith. Rule 1 requires that such certificate shall be 
countersigned by the chief clerk before whom the new matter 





| the other prisoner 


would in due course come. This will be very burdensome to soli- 
citors as well as to the chief clerks, and it is somewhat difficult to 
understand what evil practice it is intended to guard against. One 
of the principles inculeated by the late Sir Gzorcr Jxssex was, 
that it was not the object of the court to nurse solicitors in their 
conduct of business, but to put upon them the burden, which they 
are competent to bear, of certifying in writing to such facts as this 
rule points to. Again, rule 14 dispenses with the affidavit 
now necessary to verify the consent to act of a person proposed 
to be appointed trustee, and makes the signature of the proposed 
trustee’s solicitor sufficient verification of his signature to the con- 
sent. The framers of the rules appear to have overlooked the 
possibility that the proposed trustee may not have a solicitor of 
his own. Presumably the solicitor of the petitioners or parties 
to the suit would be incompetent in the view of the court to 
verify the signature. 





We report elsewhere a decision given on Friday last by the 
Court of Appeal in the case of Melliss and another v. Shirley Local 
Board, that if an officer or servant of a local board is interested in 
a contract made with the local authority, the contract is void under 
section 193 of the Public Health Act, 1875. That section, it 
will be remembered, does not in terms avoid the contract. It was 
decided in Todd v. Robinson (L. R. 14 Q. B. D. 739) that an officer 
of a local authority who is a shareholder in a company having a 
contract with the local authority is ‘‘ interested in the con ' 
within the meaning of that section, and Mr. Justice Cave in the 
present case considered that the consequences of holding the con- 
tract to be void would be to affect any contract: with a company in 
which a servant of the local authority was a shareholder, and, on the 
ground of the absurdity of this result, came to the conclusion that 
the Legislature could not have intended to make the contract void, 
but only to subject the offender toa penalty. The difficulty felt 
by the learned judge is now, however, removed by a statute passed in 
August last—48 & 49 Vict. c. 58, s. 2—whereby it is enacted that 
‘* it shall not be unlawful for any officer or servant to be concerned 
or interested in any contract with the local authority as a share- 
holder in a joint-stock company.” In the present case the Court 
of Appeal expressly limited their decision to cases in which the 
servant was interested in the contract at the time it was made. 





A recent cask before the High Court at Allahabad gave rise to a 
somewhat important question as to the proper definition of the word 
‘‘confession.”” The Indian Evidence Act, which does not include a 
definition of a confession, contains two provisions on the subject 
which are diametrically opposed to the rules of English law. 
section 26, ‘‘ No confession made by any person whilst he is in the 
custody of a police officer, unless it be made in the immediate 
presence of a magistrate, shall be proved against such person ;” 
while, by section 30, ‘‘When more persons than one are being 
tried jointly for the same offence, and a confession made by one of 
such persons, affecting himself and some other of such persons, is 
proved, the court may take into consideration such confession 
against such other person, as well as against the person who makes 
such confession.”” At the trial of two for murdering a boy, 
one of the prisoners was proved to have made a statement, while in 
the custody of the police, to the effect that he was present when 

Killed the boy, and that he had remonstrated 
with him. It was not sought to use this statement as evidence 
against the other prisoner under section 30, but it was argued by 


| counsel that it was a “confession,” and that therefore, having 
| been made by a prisoner in custody, it could not, under section 26, 


be made evidence against him. Reliance was placed by the 
9 
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prisoners’ counsel upon Mr. Justice Srersens’ Digest of the Law | be made within a specified time, no limit of time was fixed by the 
of Evidence, art. 21, where it is stated that ‘‘a confession is an| then new rule, and that there was nothing in the new rules to 


admission made at any time by 4 person charged with a crime, 
stating, or suggesting the inference, that he committed the crime.” 
Mr. Justice Srratcut, before whom the case was tried, ruled that 
the statement was not a “confession,” on the ground that this 


prevent the application from made after the cause had been 

entered in the “ without juries” list. It would seem that experi. 

ence has shown the necessity for an alteration in this respect. 
Rule 12 alters the scale of examiners’ fees prescribed by the 


phrase must be taken to have been used in the same sense through- | Rule Committee on February 4, 1884. In place of the fee of 


out the Act. 


Section 30 appeared to him to mean that, if a prisoner | £1 1s. for every examination before an examiner within three 
unreservedly acknowledges his guilt, and, at the same time, impli- 


miles of the Royal Courts, and a fee of 10s. 6d. for each hour 


cates his fellow-prisoner, his statement should be taken into account | beyond two hours, we have now a fee of £1 1s. on giving an 


against the latter as well as against himself, because the admission 
of his guilt ‘‘ operates as a sort of sanction which, to some extent, 
takes the place of an oath,’’ so as to afford some guarantee of truth, 


appointment to take an examination, and a fee of 10s. 6d. for each 
hour. It is also provided that the fees upon giving an appoint- 
ment to take an examination, and for the examiner’s clerk, may 


In the absence, however, of a full admission of guilt, there could | be retained by the examiner and his clerk, whether the examina. 


be no such sanction, and therefore a mere énculpatory admission 
ought not to be used in evidence against the other prisoner, under 
section 30, and the same test must be applied in construing section | section provides tha 
26, which would not exclude such a statement by an accused | assigned to any judge of the 
Mr. Justice | the request and on behalf of such judge, be heard and disposed of 


person as was not an acknowledgment of guilt. 


tion ts taken or not. 
Rule 15 extends section 6 of the Judicature Act, 1884. That 
“any oa in any cause or matter 
igh Court may, at any time, upon 


Srepxen’s definition of a confession, as either a statement of actual | by any other judge of the same division,” without any transfer, 


guilt or a stutement suggesting its inference, may be compared with 


but, if any party objects, the concurrence of the Lord Chancellor 


the division by Bzsr (‘‘ Evidence,” 7th ed., 474) of “self-harming | must be obtained. The new rule enables any judge of the Chancery 


statements’’ (7.¢., of admissions and confessions) into plenary and 


Division, at the request or with thé consent of any other judge 


non-plenary, the latter being in the nature of circumstantial evid- | of that division before whom a cause or matter is pending, to hear 


ence. 








THE NEW RULES OF COURT. 


Tux new rules were signed last Friday, as we anticipated, and we 
print them in another part of our issue to-day. As they come 


such cause or matter, or any application therein, without any order 
of transfer or consent of parties. 

We now come to the rules intended to relieve the block of work 
in the chancery chambers. The most important of these is rule 
16, which enables the court or a judge to authorize any sale, mort- 
gage, partition, or exchange which may be ordered by the court to 
be carried out ‘‘ by proceedings altogether out of court, any moneys 


into operation on the ist of January next, it will be necessary for | produced thereby being paid into court or to trustees, or otherwise 


practitioners to devote their immediate attention to the changes | dealt with as the judge in chambers may order.” 


which they introduce. ‘ 

Many of the rules merely make verbal alterations or supply 
small omissions, suggested a experience, in the existing rules. 
These explain themselves, and need not be discussed. Others, 
however, introduce more or less important changes of practice, 
and call for some explanation. We propose this week simply to 
draw attention to the nature of the alterations which have been 
made, reserving more detailed comment for future occasions. 

It will be convenient, first of all, to take some of the new rules 
which do not fall under any general heading. Rule 2, providing 
that, for the purposes of marking writs, originating summonses, and 
notices of motion in rotation, “‘ separate rotations shall be kept,” 
is, of course, aimed at securing a more absolute equality among 
the judges of the Chancery Division in the importance, as well 
as number, of the matters marked for them. Hitherto all these 
classes of matters have been marked in a single rotation, although 
there is a separate rotation for petitions. 

Rule 5 makes an important addition to order 14, enabling the 
court or a judge, with the consent of all parties, where the writ is 
specially indorsed, to ‘‘dispose of the action finally and without 
appeal in a summary manner, and on such terms as to costs or 
otherwise as the court or judge shall think just.” It does not 
appear when the consent of the parties is to be obtained—i.c., 
whether at the time when leave to defend is given or at or before 
the subsequent trial. 

Rule 6 provides that an action for foreclosure or redemption 
shall not be deemed an action for the recovery of land within 
R. 8. C, 1883, ord. 18, r. 2, thus adopting the Coclnisis of Jessel, 
M.R., in Tawell v. Slate Co. (L. R. 3 Ch. D. 629). The new 
rule further provides that nothing in order 18 shall prevent any 
plaintiff in a foreclosure or redemption action “from asking for or 
obtaining an order against the defendant for delivery of the pos- 
session of the mortgaged property to the plaintiff on or after the 
order absolute for foreclosure or redemption, as the case may be.” 
It would seem to be still desirable in Recdouers actions to add a 
claim for possession, but no leave will be necessary for that pur- 


pose. 

Rule 11 farther limits the right of trial by jury by prescribing 
that the application for the order for such trial shall be made within 
ten days after notice of trial has been given. In the comments 
we made on the R.8.C., 1883, when they first appeared, we 

out that, although under the old rule of 1875 (ord. 36, 
» 8) the election as af righ of trial by Judge and jury could onig 


The succeeding 
rules abolish the necessity for (1) an order for payment of purchase- 
money into court, substituting a direction for that purpose by the 
chief clerk; and (2) an affidavit verifying the particulars or result 
of the sale. 

Rule 8, enables the court or a judge to direct that on the taking 
of any account the vouchers shall be produced at the office of the 
solicitor of the accounting party or at any other convenient place, 
and that only such items as may be contested or surcharged shall 
be brought before the judge in chambers. 

Rule 28 provides that the advertisement for creditors shall be 
prepared and Fay by the solicitor of the party prosecuting the 
judgment or order, and the next rule abolishes the necessity for a 
summons to settle the certificate of the chief clerk, and enables the 
judge to direct that the certificate shall be prepared by the solicitor 
of one of the parties, who is to obtain an appointment to settle it 
and give notice of such appointment to the other parties. 

An important addition is made, by rule 23, to the provisions of 
ord. 55, r. 10, checking administration actions. The new provi- 
sion enables the court or a judge upon an application for adminis- 
tration or execution of taste by a creditor or beneficiary, where no 
accounts or insufficient accounts have been rendered, to order that 
the application shall stand over for a certain time, and that the 
executors or trustees shall meanwhile render to the applicant a 
proper statement of accounts on peril of being made to pay the 
costs of the proceedings. 

And last, but certainly not least, having regard to the recom- 
mendations of the Council of the Incorporated Law Society, rule 
30 provides that ‘‘ orders made at chambers to be acted on by the 
Paymaster-General shall, unless the judge otherwise orders, be 
drawn up by the registrar ; but every other order made in chambers 
shall, unless the judge otherwise directs, be drawn up by the chief 
clerk.” The next rule provides that, in the case of orders to be 
drawn up by the chief clerks an order signed by a chief clerk, or a 
note or memorandum indorsed on the summons upon which any 
such order is made and signed or initialled by a chief clerk, shall 
be sufficient evidence of the order having been made. 

We have several times referred to the extended view which has 
been taken by some of the chief clerks of their functions under 
order 55. Rule 24 clips the wings of those officials by providing that 
summonses under rule 8 of the order to obtain the opinion of a 
judge On the construction of a document, or any question of law, 
dleo any application for the Cd rete ni of 4 provisional liquidator, 
and applications for substituted service and for service out of the 
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jurisdiction ‘‘ shall be brought before the judge in person.” The 


next rule enables any chief clerk to take any business of any other 
chief clerk, subject to the direction of the judge. 

The right of counsel to appear in the chambers of all the chancery 
judges is established by rule 19. 

Other rules (48—50) are directed to the conduct of busi- 
ness in the office of the taxing masters of the Chancery Divi- 
sion; but these rules, and also rules 33—41, regulating appeals 
from inferior courts, require somewhat more extended notice than 
can be given to them here. 








HOW SHOULD THE LAND LAWS BE 
REFORMED? 
L 


Now that the reform of the land laws has become a tical 
question, it appears to us that some service may be done yn 
lishing the views of contributors who have devoted ial attention 
tothe subject. It will be understood that we do not at all pledge our- 
selves to the opinions which may be expressed in these articles. The 
object is to elicit suggestions and discussion, and so furnish material 
for well-considered and effective measures of reform. 


(1) By AMENDMENT OF THE SETTLED Lanpd Act. 

There can be little doubt that the ‘‘ land question ” must form one 
of the principal subjects for discussion in the new Parliament. 
Some of the difficulties connected with transfer of land must be 
removed, and either limited ownership must be abolished, or the 
inconveniences attendant on such partial ownership must be greatly 
diminished or altogether remedied. Our own opinion is, that any 
attempt to forbid the creation of life estates would, at present, be 
fraught with more disadvantages than benefits. Owners of cottages 
and ‘‘ small holdings,” yeomen and artizans, as well as the pro- 
prietors of large estates, have wives and children for whom they 
desire to provide; and if they could not leave their lands or tene- 
ments to ‘‘the wife for life, with remainder to the children,” they 
would deem land a most inconvenient and undesirable inyestment, 
and such a rule would tend to discourage small properties. The 
prohibition of ‘‘settlements” would press far more y upon 
the poor than on the rich, for the latter either could make provision 
for their wives out of personal estate, or else, by means of mo: 
or charge, would circumvent the well-meant efforts of land-law 
reformers. Oompulsory registration of title of course, be 
proposed as the one remedy for all difficulties of transfer. We 
reserve our opinion as to any Bill on this subject which may be 
brought forward; but it is clear that any good scheme must be 
thorough, and that any such scheme must be very costly, and some 
years must elapse before it is brought into working order. We 
propose, therefore, to show how, by means of a considerable number 
of amendments. of the Settled Land Acts, sale and transfer 
my be greatly facilitated at once, without any costly legislation, 
and without any interference with the reasonable mt of people 
who, having wives and children, seek to provide for both. 

(a.) As to the trustees of the settlement.—The provisions of the 
Settled Land Act, 1882, with regard to the “ trustees of the settle- 
ment,” cause considerable expense and delay; and, in the case of 
small properties, really form a substantial obstacle to the easy 
transfer of land, Let us take a simple and very common grample. 
A “small tradesman” or a village yeoman leaves, by will, his house 
and garden, or, perhaps, one or two small fields, to his wife for life, 
and directs that, after her death, they shall be sold, and the 
purchase-money divided among his children. He gives no power of 
sale exerciseable during his wife’s life and appoints no “‘ trustees of 
the settlement.” Of course, in wills pre with due care by 
professional men since the passing of the Settled Land Act, 1882, 
proper provisions would be inserted; but often, among the middle 
and poorer classes, wills are not so prepared, and, in the case of 
wills before the Act, many practitioners would not have given an 
immediate power of sale, especially as testators sometimes prefer to 
postpone sale till after the widow’s death. Now, before any sale, 
&e., can practically be carried out, trustees of the settlement must be 
appointed—a process which would probably cost about £30, This 
sum is trifling where a Jarge pro rty is to be dealt with, but it is a 
severe tax upon a ‘‘sm folder.’ Here heal aay a simple 
remedy. Let the executors, or executor, of the will have the powers 
of “‘trustees of the settlement’? where none are appointed by the 
testator. Where the testatot . inadvertence, omit to 


' » by i 
appoint exeeutors, ot where, ih consequence of the will dealing 


with paints, hohe aff hivessary, and so ho provision has 
bean oni, ot th an for life, with | ence of 
erions Who fre entitled in remainder (if ow jurtiy, appoint 





trustees. It is very usual to give the power of appointing new 
trustees to a tenant for life, and we see no objection to the practice 
asa general rule. If, however, this is considered dangerous, let the 
approval of the county court jndge, obtainable in a summary way, be 
made necessary. Proper forms of application, &c., should be pro- 
vided, so that the expense would be but small. We have ten of 
wills because small properties are almost always ‘‘ settled” by will, 
and also because in ements by deeds trustees within the meani 


of the Settled Land Act are usually appointed; but, in cage o 
omission, the mode of appointment last suggested would be properly 


applicable to settlements by deed also. 

b.) As to “‘the mansion-howse.”—The provision (séttion 15) pro- 
tecting the principal mansion-house and its from sale 
without consent of the court or trustees should be abolished. Here, 
again, the restriction is most inconvenient for the for at 
it is not safe to sell a cottage and garden, which was the chief or 
only aya A which a testator possessed, without the ednsefit 

<7 DI sap poaubirrbth Binal iounee 

c.) As to leasing powers,—. i of leases for 999 years, or grants 
in fee simple, subject toa fee farm rent, should be allowed without the 
cofisent required by section 10, Also, leases with option of purchase 
should be allowed. Already, under the Agricultural a 
1883, the powers of tenants for life to make agreements with 
for compensation for intended improvements are very considerable 
(see sections 29, 30, 42); but we think that still further and larger 
powers should be granted, for the sake both of landlord and tenant, 
as well as for the public interest. 

(d.) As to powers of sale, exchange, dc.—In many cases there are 
two obstacles to a sale; the would-be purchaser cannot find m 
to pay for the land, and the landowner does not know, if he 
the land, where to find an investment for the money, Both these 
difficulties might be met by allowing sales in consideration, partly 
of a perpetual rent-charge, and y of money paid down. 
it is desired that all the money should remain on a rent-charge, the 
transaction would take the form of a t at a fee-farm rent. Whep 
a portion only remained, the p money paid down woul 
be capital money, and the remainder would produce income. Also, 
it should be competent for a tenant for life to allow a portion of the 
purchase-money, not exceeding three-fourths, to remain on mort- 
gage. This can be done now, in rather a circuitous way; but i 
would be better to allow it to be done simply and directly. 
course the Act, or rules made under the Act, should provide proper 
ony of conveyance to meet = cases, 4, 9 incahianad 

e.) As to investment of capital money.—The powers of in en 
of Soitel money inetd be ake . ‘This youd be a benefit to the 
landowners, who are now ering so deeply from ge 
depression. It would also be a benefit to the public, as the prospect 
of a better investment, with higher interest, would go Some Way 
towards inducing landowners to sell, even at the present low prices 
of land. 

(f.) As to allotments.—The amendments suggested above would, no 
doubt, to some extent, facilitate the bm of land hy the 
labouring classes, but it is desirable to e some more direct pro- 
vision for allotments. As the law now stands, a limited owner 
cannot lease or sell land for allotments, except at the best rent or 

rice that can reasonably be obtained (Settled Land Act, 1882, ss. 4 @! 
B(9), He ought to be allowed to let them at a fair agricultural ren 
as is paid by the farmers mm tre satqane ; and he : 
allowed to d for the purpose of allotments, at reasonable price, 
having r to all the circumstances, although it may not be the 
outside price the land would fetch if put up for auction. Section 11 
1) (a.) of the Housing of the Working Act, 1885, passed by 
rd Salisbury at the end of last session, affords an excellen 
recedent for such enactments. This empowers limited owners to 
nee of land for the erection of artizans’ or labourers’ dwellings on 
reasonable terms}; and the principle might well be extended to allot- 


ments. 








A memorial calling attention to the unsatisfactory manner in | ero 
actions set down to be tried by City of London jurors are at t heard 
was on Saturday last presented to the Lord . Tt has of late 
been the custom to devote about a week only at the end of each 
to the disposal of these actions. The list for the present sittings eon- 
sisted of 72 causes, the hearing of which was commenced on Monday 


E 


thus giving seven days only in which to dispose of them. Through the 
=e of the judges and various other causes, # o dems species and 
a few common jury cases only have been of, and the same thing 
has occurred on several previous occasions. Za Sees es heeene 
saat ees ie caused to all coupeimed by the delky tn getting ti chek 
cern e em 
Fm eon py at 


of. The memorial is signed the Attorney-Gen 
Qc., MP) Rit Henry Temes @.0. BLP. Bis Farrer Herechell, 
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REVIEWS. 


TRUSTS. 


A Practicat TREATISE ON THE LAW OF Trusts. By (the late) 
THomas LEWIN, Esq. E1cuTH EDITION. By FREDERICK ALBERT 
LEWIN, Barrister-at-Law. William Maxwell & Son. 


That this edition of Lewin should appear with an addition of over 
200 pages is not rising, considering that over six years’ decisions 
have to he embodied, and that in the interval the Conveyancing Acts, 
the Married Women’s Property Act, 1882, and the Settled Land Acts 
have largely affected the law of trusts. The new chapter on “ Trustees 
under the Settled Land Acts” contains a clear and well-arranged 
summary and explanation of the provisions of the Acts relating to 
this new class of trustees, and gives the effect of the decisions both of 
the English and Irish courts on these provisions. A new section 
relating to “‘ the restrictions on the powers of trustees imposed by 
the Settled Land Acts” has also been added to the chapter on the 
powers of trustees, and this also appears to us to be as good & 
summary as could be desired of the enactments and decisions. The 
main interest of this edition lies, however, in the comments on the 
provisions of the Conveyancing Acts. Sufficient time has now 
elapsed to enable the editor of a standard work such.as this to 


ascertain the settled opinions and practice of the profession on many | th 


of the moot points under those Acts, and it is rather important to see 
the views which are here advocated. With regard to the much-vexed 
question.of whether trustee vendors should give the undertaking for 
safe custody, Mr. Lewin says (p 444) :— 

‘*The undertaking for safe custody involves a personal liability which 
trustees are not by law bound to take upon themselves, and they should 


accordingly decline to give the statutory undertaking when retaining the 
possession of documents.’’ 


If Mr. Lewin means merely that trustees should not give the 
undertaking in the unqualified form prescribed by the statute, his view 
accords with that which has heen often maintained in these columns. 
The statutory form involves a liability to which trustee vendors ware 
not subject under the qualified covenant in use before the Conveyancing 
Act. But Mr. Lewin’s observation is likely to be cited in support of 
the opinion expressed by Messrs. Wolstenholme and Turner, that a 
trustee ‘“‘ should only give the acknowledgment, and not the under- 
taking,” and this appears to us to be a mistake. According to the 
practice before the Conveyancing Act, a trustee covenanted to keep 
the deeds safe while they remained in his custody; how can his 
obligation to give such a covenant be satisfied by a mere acknow- 
ledgment ? It would seem that the proper course is for the trustee 
to give a qualified undertaking. 

We find, at p. 591, the following observations on section 37 of the 
Conveyancing Act, 1881, relating to executors’ and trustees’ power 
to release or compound debts, &c. :— 


‘In exercising the powers of this section in a case where there are 
several trustees, it is conceived that all the trustees must ‘ act together,’ 
except in cases in which, independently of the section, a majority of the 
trustees are by law capable of binding the minority [¢.g., charity trusts]. 
The object of the section was not to enable some of the trustees to act 
without the concurrence of their co-trustees. i The powers of 
this section are only exerciseable by a sole acting trustee in cases wherea 
sole trustee is by the instrument, if any, creating the trust, ‘authorized 
to execute the trusts and powers thereof,’ but, by the 38th section, as to 
trusts created after the 31st December, 1881, any trust or power vested in 
two or more trustees jointly, in the absence of a contrary intention in the 
instrument creating the trust or power, may be exercised or performed by 
the survivor for the time being, and it seems to follow that in the case of 
trusts falling within this section the powers of section 37 may be exer- 
cised by a sole surviving trustee.’’ 

We should hesitate to adopt a construction which, in the case of 
trusts created after 1881, to which section 37 is made expressly 
applicable, strikes out of that section the words, ‘“‘ where, by the 
instrument, a sole trustee is authorized to execute the trusts and 
powers thereof.” The more reasonable construction of sections 37 
and 38 appears to be that section 38 relates to any ‘‘ power or trust” 
other than that conferred, subject to special restrictions, by the pre- 
ceding section. 

With regard to the 43rd section of the Conveyancing Act, relating 
to maintenance, there is a full discussion, at pp. 582—4, of the diffi- 
culties which have arisen upon this unfortunate provision, and Mr. 
Lewin suggests that, until the question arising from the circumstance 
that, while the statutory power applies to the case of “‘ property held in 
trust for an infant for life,” the surplus accumulations are to be held 
“‘ for the benefit of the person who ultimately becomes entitled to the 
property from which the same arise,” has been settled by decision, 
‘it will be prudent, in any instrument giving a life interest to an 
infant, to insert a maintenance clause and exclude the operation of 
the section.” 


——e 
carefully noted, but in some instances we should have been glad of 
comment as distinguished from statement. For instance, the decision 
in Dunn v, Flood, Re Bellamy and Metropolitan Board of Works, anj 
Fry v. Tapson would have borne more detailed treatment. Mr, 
Lewin, however, may reasonably say that considerations of space are 
not unimportant in a work of such bulk as the present edition. 

All practitioners familiar with former editions of Lewin will tk 
glad to hear that the index has been remodelled and considerabl 
enlarged. It is certainly a great deal easier for the reader to find 
way in the present than in any previous edition with which we are 
acquainted. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 


MARRIED WOMEN’S PROPERTY ACTS, 1870 AND 1882. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—Under ‘‘ Cases of the Week” in your number of the 12th 
inst., at p. 109, after shortly stating Re Henson’s Policy Trusts, before 
Pearson, J., an application under section 10 of the Married Women’s 
Property Act, 1870, for the appointment of a trustee of policy-money 
under a policy effected before the commencement of the Act of 1882, 
e insured having died since that date (such a policy I afterwards 
refer to as an old policy), you advert to the circumstance that the 
‘‘ attention of the court was not called to the fact that the Act of 
1870 is repealed by section 22 of the Married Women’s Property 
Act, 1882, section 11 of which is substituted for section 10 of the 
Act of 1870,” and you refer to Re Soutar’s Policy Trust (L. R. 26 
Ch. D. 236). i 

It is not surprising that you should say what you did as to section 10 
of the Act of 1870 being repealed, and section 11 of the Act of 1882 
substituted, after Pearson, J., had expressed himself as he 
did in the case to which you refer. In that case a petition 
for the appointment of trustees of policy-money under an old 
policy had been ted, entitled in the matter of the 
Act of 1870, and the attention of the court was called to the 
fact that the Act of 1870 was repealed. The counsel for the 
petitioners, however, relied upon the saving in the repealing section, 
and contended that the power given to the court by section 10 of the 
Act of 1870 remained in force. Pearson, J., doubted whether section 
10 of the Act of 1870 remained im force for any purpose, and held 
that the petition had better be entitled also in the matter of the 
Trustee Acts and in the matter of the Act of 1882. 

This did not amount, I think, to a distinct decision that secticn 10 
of the Act of 1870 is not in force as to an old policy, or, on the 
other hand, that section 11 of the Act of 1882 applies to such a 
policy, and it appears to me very far from clear that such a decision 
can be readily arrived at. 

The solution of the question obviously depends upon the re 

construction of the saving in section 22, and on section 11 of the Act 
of 1882. 
(1.) The words of the saving are, so far as they bear on this 
question, ‘‘ Provided that such repeal shall not affect any act done or 
right acquired while either of such Acts was in force.’ It must be 
admitted that the saving is meagre. Had there been added to the 
saving such words as ‘‘or any remedy or proceeding in respect 
thereof,” perhaps no doubt would have been entertained that the 
saving was sufficient to keep in force section 10 of the Act of 1870 
with res to an old policy; the first question, therefore, is, Are not 
the words as they stand tantamount to this ? 

(2.) Can section 11 of the Act of 1882, ey tar of the question on 
the repealing section, apply to an old policy ? I will not quote the whole 
of that section; this is not, I think, necessary, and would be tedious. 
The first graph is distinctly prospective. The uing, Tam jo 
the passe ate oes My ‘* A policy of assurance effected,” &c., would, 
no doubt, apply to an old policy as well as a policy effected after the 
Act commenced; but then, in speaking of the effect of a policy, 
the section says it ‘‘ shall create a trust,” &c., and later on it says, 
“The insured may by the policy or any memorandum under his or her 
hand appoint a trustee or trustees of the moneys,” &c., and further 
on says, “In default of any such appointment of a trustee, 
such policy immediately on _ its effected shall vest 
in the insured, and his or her rsonal repre- 
sentatives, in trust for the p aforesaid.” Now, the 
parts of section 11 quoted above, more particularly those where 
the word “shall” occurs, seem distinctly applicable only to a policy 
effected after the commencement of the Act. As regards the first place 
where the word “shall ” occurs, this construction seems strengthened 
by the saving already noticed, the effect of which must, at least, be 
to save from the repeal the trust which, by section 10 of the repealed 
Act, is declared to attach upon the policy for the benefit of the wife 


and children; and, if so, the words “shall create,” &c., cannot, I 





We have found the recent decisions for which we have looked 


submit, apply to such a policy. As regards the last place in which 
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the word “‘ shall” occurs, it is difficult to see how the words ‘‘ such 
policy immediately on its being effected shall vest” can possibly 
apply retrospectively to an old policy. I will not dwell upon the 
intermediate clause of section 11 of the Act of 1882, saying that 
“the insured may by the policy or any memorandum,” &c., as it 
might be said that, as regards an old policy, the power to make a 
memorandum would fit it. For the reasons I have advanced, it 
ap to me that section 11 of the Act of 1882 is wholly prospective, 
and, therefore, does not apply to an old policy. 

It seems not improbable that the case of an old policy escaped the 
attention of the draftsman. I have said enough, I think, to shew it 
cannot be confidently assumed that section 10 of the Act of 1870 is 
no longer in force as to an old policy, or that section 11 of the Act 
of 1882 applies to such a policy. A. J. Woop. 

Temple. 





STATUTORY NOTICES TO CREDITORS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—I am glad that this question has been re-opened, and ho 
the result. will be the use of a shorter form than you have thought 
yourself at liberty to sanction. The reference in the Act to the notice 
given the ‘court seems to me to relate not to the form of the 
notice, but to the time and mode of its publication ; and if I am correct 
in this the notice would seem, as regards form, to be sufficient if 
q@editors were informed of ‘ name and residence of deceased ; (2) 
time for sending in claims ; (3) name and address of person to whom 
the claims should be sent ; and, though not in my opimion necessary, 
(4) Act under which the notice is given. The ye of death might 
=e cases, be added as suggested by one of your corres- 

ndents. 

Pur. Munton’s letter at p. 122 shews that the desire for short notices 
is not confined to your ‘‘ revolutionary correspondent ” B. 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 


COURT OF APPEAL. . 


Re RIDGE, HELLARD v. MOODY—C. A. No. 2, 18th December. 


Serrtep Lawp—Tanant For Lirs—Muvine Lease—Serrine asrpe Rent As 
a ia Lanp Act, 1882, s. 2, sus-sgcrions 1, 5, 10 (1v.); 
ss. 11, 63. 


In this case a question arose as to the setting aside of a part of the rent 
and royalties under a mining lease as capital under the provisions of the 
Settled Land Act, 1882. Section 11 of the Act provides that ‘‘ under a 
mining lease, whether the mines or minerals } are already opened or 
in work or not, unless a contrary intention is expressed in the settlement, 
there shall be from time to time set aside, as capital money arising under 
this Act, of the rent as follows—namely, where the tenant for life is 
impeachable for waste in re of minerals, three-fourth parts of the 
rent, and otherwise one-fo part thereof; and in every such case the 
tesidue of the rent shall go as rents and profits.” And, by sub-section 10 
(iv.) of section 2, ‘‘mmes and minerals’’ are defined as including ‘‘all 
minerals and substances in, on, or under the land, obtainuble under- 
ground or by surface working.”” And by section 63, in the case of land, or 
any estate or interest in land, which is subject to a trust or direction for 
sale, ‘‘ the person for the time beneficially entitled to the income of 
the land, estate, or interest until sale, whether absolutely or subject to any 
restriction, shall be deemed to be tenant for life thereof,’ and the pro- 
visions of the Act referring to a tenant for life, and to a settlement, and 
to settled land, are to extend to such a person, subject to certain 
exceptions which itis unnecessary now to state. In the present case, under 
a settlement executed in 1840, a testator was entitled to a share in the 
proceeds of sale of some real estate, and to the same proportion of the 


Tents and until sale, the estate being vested in trustees upon trust 
for sale. e trustees had also a power of leasing at a rack-rent for any 
term not twenty-one years. The settlement also converted the 


exceeding » ‘ 
testator’s interest until sale into personal estate. By his will the testator 
bequeathed his share in the property to trustees upon trust for M. for her 
life, and after her death for the children of G. In June, 1884, the trustees 
of the ‘Seneficially o concuten = the ante ely ey some of fe other 
persons teres e estate, jo granting a lease of 
part of the estate for five years for the P of brickmaking at a 
surface rent of £33, a further yearly rent o 17 certain, and a royalty 
for every 1,000 bricks made beyond 2,000,000. M. was one of the testator’s 
éxecutors, and a question arose as to the extent of her rights to the rents 
and royalties reserved by this lease. Bacon, V.O., held that M. was 
entitled to three-fourths of the testator’s share of the rents and royalties, 
and that the remaining one-fourth must be italized for the benefit of 
G.’s children. The Court of Appeal (Lord uRY, O., and Linpiey 
and Fry, L.JJ.) held that M.\was entitled to only one-fourth of the 
testator’s share of the rents andjroyalties, and that the remaining three- 
fourths of the share must be capitalized. Lixpiey, L.J., who delivered 


to the rents and profits until sale of that share. She could not be properly 
described as impeachable or unim le for waste. Those expressions 
had no meaning as applied to her. But, as there were no open mines or brick- 
fields on the property, and there was nothing either in the settlement or 
the will entitling the trustees to commit waste for her benefit, or entitling 
her to the capital moneys pontoons by selling the land, she would only be 
entitled to her share of the income produced by letting the land to an 
tenant, or from an investment of the proceeds of sale. As 
between tenant for life and remainderman, money paid by a lessee as the 
price of land won and carried away and sold by him in the shape of 
minerals, or stones, or bricks, was always treated as capital, unless a con- 
trary intention was expressed by the settlor, either by making the tenant 
for life unimpeachable for waste or in some other way, or unless mines, 
&c., were open at the date of the settlement, in which case a con 
intention was inferred, unless that inference would be inconsistent 

the terms of the settlement. The concurrence of the testator’s executors in 
the lease did not affect the case. A’ from any statute, M. would, 
therefore, be entitled to the testator’s of the surface rent, but not to 
the £317 rent, or to any of the royalties which represented the value of the 
brick-earth sold. The £317 and other royalties must be treated as 
capital. Upon the Settled Land Act a difficulty arose from having to 
apply the language of section 11 to persons to whom its was 
not appropriate, but who by section 63 were to be deemed to be persons to 
whom the lan was to be applied. If section 11 was taken literally 
and by itself, then, as M. was not a tenant for life impeachable for waste 
(such an expression not being properly applicable to her), one-fourth only 
of the rents _— this case to be capitalized. But so to construe the 
section was, in his lordship’s opinion, to sacrifice its true meaning, and, 
under cover of adhering to the words, to miss the object sought to be 
attained by them. If M. was really what she was to be deemed to be— 
viz., tenant for life—then, not being made unim ble for waste, she 
would be impeachable for it, and she would be entitled to one-fourth only 
of the rents. It appeared to his lordship contrary to sense and to 
all sound principles of interpretation to hold that she was entitled to more 
than she would be entitled to if she were exactly what she was to be deemed 
to be. No doubt, at first sight, the language of section 11, taken alone, 
presented a difficulty in the way of this construction, but his lordship 
thought the true solution of the difficulty was so to construe the language 
of section 11 as to make the various sections of the Act harmonize and 
produce a result which was sensible, rather than ridiculous, when they had 
to be combined. He was, therefore, of = that three-fourths of the 
testator’s share of the rents and profits of the lands in question should be 
capitalized, and one-fourth only be paid to M.—Counszt, Warrington ; 
Sir A. Watson, Q.C., and W. C. Druce. Soxicrrors, Crossman § Pritchard ; 
Cunliffes & Davenport. 


Re MORDEY, CARNEY, & CO.—C.A. No. 2, 16th December. 


Company—Repvuction or CarPrraL—WITHDRAWAL OF Petition For Cons 
FIRMATION— LEAVE OF CovURT TO DISCONTINUE Use oF Worps “ AND 
REDUCED ’’—Companiss Act, 1867, s, 10. 


The question in this case was whether, when a pro ges has passed 
special resolutions for the reduction of its capital, and has presented a 

tition for the confirmation of the reduction by the court, and the scheme 
for reduction is afterwards abandoned, and the leave of the court is 
obtained to withdraw the petition, it is also necessary to obtain the 
authority of the court for discontinuing the use of the words ‘‘ and 
reduced” as of the name of the company. Section 10 of the Com- 
panies Act, 1867, provides that ‘‘the company shall, after the date of the 
passing of wy + ere resolution for reducing its capital, add to its 
name, until such date as the court may fix, the words ‘and reduced,’ as 
the last words in its name, and those words shall, until such date, be 
deemed to be part of the name of the company.” Bacon, V.O., thought 
that under such circumstances it was not necessary to obtain the avthority 
of the court for discontinuing the use of the words “and reduced,’’ and 
he only gave leave to withdraw the petition. The Court of Appeal 
(Lixpizy and Fry, L.JJ.) held that the authority of the court was 
required, and they gave leave to discontinue the use of the words, - 
CounssL, Swinfen Eady. Soxtcrrors, Stocken § Jupp. 


ee 


WHITESTONE v. WOODHOUSE—C. A. No. 2, 18th December. 
Discretionary Trust—EnNFrorceMENT BY Court. 


This action was brought to enforce an alleged trust. The Court of 
Appeal (Lord Hatssury, O., and Livpizy and Fry, LJJ.) came to 
the conclusion that the defendant, the alleged trustee, had a discretion 
as to the application of the fund in question for certain F (meee and 
that it had not been shewn that he had applied, or intended to apply, it 
to any other purposes, or that he had acted mald fide in depriving the 

laintiff of any share in it, and on this ground they affirmed the judgment of 

orth, J., refusing the plaintiff relief. Lord Haussvury, O., said that 
if persons subscribed to a fund w was to be disposed of by another 
as he pleased, that other was not liable to account for the mode in 
which he dealt with the fund. There was no trust to be enforced, 
and there could be no breach of trust to be redressed. Again, if a 
fund was subscribed for certain purposes, and subject to that limitation 
was to be of as the trustee pleased, he was subject to control 
if he applied the fund for other purpoces than those for which it was 
subscribed, but he was not subject to control so long as he applied the 
fund for any of the purposes mentioned. He was then a trustee for 
certain p but so long as he kept within the prescribed limit 





the j ent of the court, said that M. might be sapacied as equitable 
teniut for life of the testator’s share of the proceeds of sale, and A. entitled 


and acted honestly, he was as free from control as in the first case. 
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People did not often subscribe money and place it at the absolute control 
of others, but there was ree, 8 | aco them from so doing, and it 
was important that every one should know and realize the fact that, 
he chose to place his money at the absolute disposal of another, and 
that it was not applied as he expected, no redress could be 
obtaimed from courts of justice. So, if a man should work upon the 
that another should decide whether he should or should not be 
and, if paid, when and how much, and out of what fund, the 
© working and moe fo absolutely at the mercy of the 
er as regarded payment could obtain no redress from courts of justice if 
hopes were disappointed and his labour went without pecuniary 
with only ‘what, under the circumstances, would be con- 
véry inadequaté remuneration. As a matter of fact, however, 
which was subscribed was generally subscribed for some purpose 
Upon some terms or conditions, and in all such cases (if there were no 
illegality) the fund was subject to a trust of which the courts could take 
cognizance, and those who had the disposal of the fund could at least 
be restrained from applying it to any unauthorized yore and be 
compelled to miake good what they might have applied to 
To what greater extent they could be controlled depended 
nature of the trust, and ially on the discretion reposed in 
the managers of the fund. In the present case, if ithad been proved that 
the defendant had applied or was about to apply the fund for some 
re a pee with the objects for which it had been subscribed 
would clearly have been amenable to the jurisdiction of the court. 
But no such case had been made out ogee him. On the other hand, 


TE 


Tr 


attended to the defendant’s clear exposition 
the documents to which he referred, and the 

from which he appealed, his lordship had come to the conclu- 
sion that there was no such trust as he alleged. Lrxviey, L.J., and Fry, 
L.J., concurred. —Covnse, Charles, Q.C., Whitchorne, Q.C., and Davenport. 
Soxrcrrons, Hume, Bird, § Eldridge ; Iliffes, Henley, § Sweet. 





STANDING cv. BOWRING—C. A. No. 2, 18th December. 


Votvntany Girt—Transrer or Srock—Icnorance or TRANSFEREE— 
Ricut or TRANSFEROR TO CoMPEL RE-TRANSFER. 


‘The question in this case was whether a n into whose name (but 
without his knowledge) a sum of stock has transferred, the trans- 
feror intending, at the time, to make a gift to him, can, on the subsequent 
change of mind of the transferor, be compelled to re-transfer the stock. 
The plaintiff, a widow eighty-six years old, transferred, on the 3rd of 
November, 1880, a sum of £6,000 Consols into the joint names of herself 
and her godson, the defendant. Fearing that the knowledge of this 
transfer t make him idle, she did not tell him of it. Two years 
s the plaintiff married a second time, and she then informed the 
defendant of the transfer, and requested him to re-transfer the stock into 
her name. He refused to do so, and she brought this action to compel 
him to re-transfer. Pearson, J. (L. R. 27 Ch. D. 341, 28 Soxicrrors’ 
Journal, 636), dismissed the action, and the Court of Appeal (Lord 
Hatssvry, C., and Corron and Lixpiey, L.JJ.) affirmed the decision. 
Lord Havssvry, C., said that the question was whether the intended gift 
was complete, in which case it would not be revocable at the option of 

donor, or, to speak more accurately, whether, the gift not being 

it [aes cay intention, although the subject-matter of the 
Yor the first time, it might well be doubted whether’ the 

now for the i we uw whether the 
coment @ Se donee was not a peceneny te Soetel pusing ot 
gift that 


e 


necessary 

One certainly could not make a man t as a 

desire to possess. In Butler and Baker’s case (3 Rep., 25a) 

e same law of a gift of goods and chattels, if the deed 

use of the donee, the goods and chattels are in the 
notice or agreement; but the donee may make 

property and interest will be devested.” 
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the Cor Passed to the defendant. wt both 

was impossi to see how an 
question  Qetwom, Lid.» Oe the position of the 
eee wah eget we vette wee not such as to make her stand 


loco parentis. rule was well settled that, in the case of a transfer 
into the names of the transferor and a person not his son or ado son, 
there was primé facie a trust for the transferor. But the pre- 
kien, de Se ited by shewing that a benefit was 
intended. Here was ample evidence of intention to confer a benefit 
and what took place when the plaintiff tried to get back the fund sh ed 
that she had t© confer a benefit, and afterwards chan her 
ntimd and wished to take it back. Therefore the ytiee 
webutted, and, as the defendant had survived, the legal right must afl 
and he mist have the fund. ee ee het bee wae ¥ her 
Te clone oS eee * ¢ did not know of the transfer. 
This on the re | transfers of Consols were regulated 
—the Debt Act, 1870, .22, Such transfers were to be by entry 


the transferor; and the 


ted 
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—=. 
a rule of law that, when a transfer was made to a person, even if 
it was accompanied by onerous obligations, the transferee took th 
property, subject to a right to repudiate it when he knew of 
transfer, and the fund vested in him till it was_ rejected 
Linviey, L.J., said that the right of the plaintiff to have the Consols ry. 
transferred to her depended upon the legal effect of her own conduct on 
the 3rd of November, 1880. On that day she caused the Consols, then 
belonging to her, #0 be transferred in the books of the Bank of England 
into the joint names of herself and the defendant, and the evidence shewed 
that she did this deliberately, after being advised that she would not be 
able to rescind the transaction, and clearly at the time intending the 
defendant to keep the Consols for his own benefit after her death, in the 
event of his surviving her—an event which was highly probable. The 
transfer was made without consideration, and without any knowledge on 
the part of the defendant of what was done. She now wished to have the 
Consols re-transferred into her own name. The transfer of stock and the 
rights of stockholders (or of persons in whose names stock is standing) 
depended partly on general principles and partly on the provisions of the 
National Debt Act, 1870 (33 & 34 Vict.c.71). By that statute a transferee 
of stock prima facie acquired the title to it; and, if his transferor 
had himself a good title to the s and a right to transfer it, and had 
transferred it, the transfer could not be treated by him or by the Bank of 
England as a nullity. Nor was there any method by which the transferor 
could get back his stock without the concurrence of the transferee, or some 
order of acompetent court requiring him to executeare-transfer. Formal 
acceptance by the transferee of the transfer to him was not necessary to 
complete his legal title (see section 22). The defendant declined to re. 
transfer the stock, and the question was therefore reduced to this—viz., 
whether there were any grounds on which the court could order him to do 
so, or make him account to the plaintiff for the value of the stock which 
she sought to get back from him. The tiff in her statement of claim 
rested her case on equitable grounds, and sought to establish a trust in her 
favour. But the only trust which was consistent with the evidence was a 
trust to pay her the income of the Consols for the joint lives of herself 
and the defendant. This trust was not in controversy, but it was not 
sufficient for the plaintiff's . No trust would suffice short of an 
absolute trust for herself. But it is impossible to impose such a trust on 
the defendant when the evidence conclusively shewed that she never 
intended to create any trust of the kind. Trusts were neither created nor 
implied by law to defeat the intentions of donors or settlors; they were 
created or implied, or were held to result in favour of donors or settlors, 
in order to carry out and give effect to their true intentions, expressed or 
implied. It a to his lordship that there were no equitable as distin- 
ished from legal a on which the plaintiff could obtain relief. It was, 
owever, contended that the legal title had not passed to the defendant; 
that, as he never knew of the transfer or assented to it, until after he was 
requested to re-transfer the stock, the gift of it to him was really incom. 
plete, and the legal title to it was in the plaintiff. His lordship 
was of opinion, however, that this was not the case. An incomplete gift 
could, of course, be revoked by the donor at any time; and he believed 
that, by the civil law and the laws of some, if not all, foreign countries 
founded upon it, a pitt was incomplete until the donee had assented to it, 
or at least until he had been informed of it, and had tacitly assented to it 
by not objecting to it. But his lordship had not been able to ascertain 
t this doctrine was ever applied where, as in the present case, the donor 
had put e thing given out of his own power, and placed it in such a 
sa on that he could only get the thiu, back with the concurrence of the 
onee. When once the on was » it was too late to revoke; 
but whether possession was changed until the donee had assented to the 
change was not so clear. However this might be on geueral principles 
or by the civil law, our own law as to the necessity of assent to gifts 
seemed settled by Butler and Baker’s case, Thompson v. Leach, and Siggers v. 
Evans. The older authorities were carefully examined in the last case 
Lord Campbell, and his lordship took it now to be settled that, altho 
a donee ¢ dissent from and thereby render null a gift to him, yet that 
a gift to of property, whether real or personal, by deed yested the 
prope in him subject to his dissent. The same principle a ed to 
ble to transfers of stock in the books of the. Bank o land, 
If the assent of the transferee were necessary to complete his legal title, 
the Legislature would not have made his fo acceptance of a transfer to 
him unn , 48 it had done by section 22 of the Act already alluded to. 
It would be very embarrassing to the Bank of England if acceptance of a 
transfer were necessary, yet that no evidence of it in their books 
should be so. For these reasons his lordship was of opinion that the 
plaintiff's attempted revocation of her gift was too late.—CovunssL, 
Cozens-Hardy, Q.C., and Chadwyck Healey ; Giffard, Q.C., and Dunning ; 
Murphy, Q.C, Soxicrrons, Sandom, Kersey, § Knight ; Bell, Brodrick, ¢ 
ay. 


Re VARDON’S TRUSTS-—O. A. No. 1, 19th December. 


Exection — Marniacz Serrugment — Femate Invant — Restraint ON 
ANTICIPATION—COVENANT TO SETTLE AYTER-ACQUIRED PRoperry. 


The question in this a was whether, by reason of the doctrine of 
election, the court should impound Pe y settled to the separate use 
ot a married woman without power of anticipation. By a settlement made 
on the ma of E. Vardon, then an infant, the intended husband, 
J. Walker, certain sums of money upon trust for himself for life, 
and thon for his intended wite for life, and then for the children of the 
matriage; and the father of the intended wife settled other property upes 
similar trusts, except as to a sum of £5,000, in which he gave thein 

wife the first life interest for her separate use without power of anticipa- 
tion ; and the intended wife covenanted to bring into settlement after- 
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acquired property above a certain amount. In 1883, during the coverture, 
Mrs. Walker became entitled by will to £8,573 for her separate use. 
Thereupon she elected to avoid her covenant to settle after-acquired 
pro , and claimed to take possession of the bequeathed property 
without making compensation for it out of the life estate under the 
settlement, her contention being that, inasmuch as she was restrained 
from alienating that interest, she could not by an act of election make 
that alienable which was not so before. Kay, J., held that in such a 
case the — is not that the person electing to take against the 
instrument be required to assign, but that he shall not be permitted 
to take under the instrument. Therefore, he held that the court could 
ve compensation out of the life interest of Mrs. Walker to the — 
ppointed by her election (see report 33 W. R. 297, L. R. 28 Ch. D. 124). 
Mrs. Vardon appealed. Judgment was reserved on the 10th of August. On the 
18th of December, Fry, L.J., delivered the judgment of the court (Lord 
Esuer, M.R., Bowen and Fry, L.JJ.), allowing the appeal. He said that 
the doctrine of election rested not on the cular provisions of the 
instrument which raised the election, but on the presumption of a general 
intention in the authors of an instrument that effect should be given to 
every part of it. That general and presumed intention was not repelled 
by shewing that the circumstances which, in the event, gave rise to the 
election were not in the contemplation of the authors of the instrument. 
But on principle it was evident that it might be repelled by the declaration 
in the instrument itself of a particular intention inconsistent with the 
presumed and general intention. The result of the restraint on anticipa- 
tion in the settlement in question was to provide that nothing done, or 
omitted to be done, by Mrs. Walker at any time should deprive her of 
the right to receive from the trustees the next and every succeeding 
yment of the income of the fund asit became due. But if she was put 
to her election, and thereby deprived herself of the right to receive 
subsequent payments of the income until her husband and children should 
be compensated, it followed that she had, by ‘the act of election, or by 
the default in performing her covenant, deprived herself of the benefit of 
the income in the way of anticipation, which was the very thing which 
the settlement declared that she should not do. Therefore, the settlement 
contained a declaration of a particular intention inconsistent with the 
doctrine of election, and, therefore, excluded it. Upon principle, 
therefore, the court was of opinion that Mrs. Walker was not — to 
elect. CounseL, Pearson, Q.C., and E. Ward; Hastings, Q.C., and 
Kingdon ; C. Parke; F. Stallard. Soutcrrors, Talbot §& Tasker ; Poole ¢ Co. ; 
B. F. M. Ryan. 


MELLISS AND ANOTHER v. SHIRLEY AND FREEMANTLE LOCAL 
BOARD—C. A. No. 1, 18th December. 


Pretic Heattn Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vicr. c. 55), s. 1983—Orricer m- 
TERESTED IN ConTRACT witH Loca BoaRD—WHuHETHER CoNTRACT VOID. 


This was an action to recover £530 for work done and services rendered 
under the following circumstances:—The defendants were the urban 
sanitary authority of the district, and the aor Pim, was their 
surveyor at a salary. In November, 1882, the defendants, being about to 
carry out large drainage works, agreed to wa yd the plaintiffs, Melliss and 
Pim, as joint engineers to the scheme, and to pay them four per cent. 

the total outlay, exclusive of costs out of \ pocket. tween 
ovember and October, 1883, the plaintiffs did work exceeding £50, and on 
the 2nd of November, 1883, the defendants affixed their seal to an - 
ment confirming the original agreement. The plaintiffs subsequ to 
this did more work, and, on the defendants abandoning the scheme, 
brought this action to recover for the work done both before and after the 
2nd of November, 1883. The defendants contended (1) that the contract 
was void under section 193 of the Public Health Act, 1875, which provides 
that officers or servants of the local authority shall not in anywise be con- 
cerned or interested in any bargain or contract made with such authority ; 
and (2) that the contract was void under section 174, sub-section 1, not 
having been under seal originally. Cave, J., overruled the objections, and 
= udgment for the plaintiffs (L. R. 14 Q. B. D. 911). On appeal a 
er contention was raised by the defendants that the contract was void 

as not containing the stipulations required by section 174, sub-section 2, 
the provisions of that sub-section, it was said, being imperative and not 
merely directory. The —— cases were cited :—Barton v. Piggott 
(23 W. R. 233, L. R. 10 Q. B. D. 86); Taylor v. Crowland Gas Co. (10 Px. 
293) ; Foster v. Oxford Railway Co. (13 C. B. 200). The Court, after taking 
time to consider, allowed the appeal on the first point, holding it un- 
to discuss the other points. Lord Esurr, M.R., he had 

come to the conclusion that the contract here was void under section 193, 
because one of the ae was an officer of the local board and interested 
in the contract. e section did not in terms make it void; but the 
authorities had laid down this rule in cases where an act was not expressly 
ery oy by statute, but a penalty attached to its ce—namely, 
the court must consider the whole of the statute; and looking 

at the words of the statute and the subject-matter with which it is dealt, 
it must determine whether a penser ca was intended to be imposed, or 
the ect itself was intended to be prohibited and rendered Sey os Looking at 
the case thus, the section expressly prohibited officersof the local board from 
being interested in contracts with the local board, and the intention of the 
islature seemed to be that such a contract should be ill and void. 

Unless this were so, a servant of a local board might be in ina 
contract, however large, and yet the only penalty for his doing so would be 
loss of employment and payment of « sum of £50. Tf the contract were a 
large one the consequences would be Vipes' inadequate. This contract, 
therefore, was void, and neither of the plaintiffs had any right of action 
upon it. It was, therefore, unnecessary to consider the other points. 


Corron and Bowen, L.JJ., concurred.—Counst, Charles, Q.C., Crump, 
Q.C., and J. BE. Bankes; Meadows White, Q.C., and Muir Mackenzie. 
Soxicrrors, Lamport § Trimmell, Southampton ; Keen, Rogers, ¢ Co. 


VESTRY OF THE PARISH OF ST. JOHN, HAMPSTEAD, 
v. COTTON—C. A. No. 1, 18th December. 


Sewer—New Srreetr—ApprorTionMEntT—MeErTropotis Management Act, 
1862, ss. 52, 53,112. 
was as to the construction of sections 52 
and 53 of the Metropolis Management Act, 1862. The action was to 
recover £2,162 as the defendant’s ion of the of making a 
sewer under part of the are-road. The plaintiff was the owner of 
certain land and houses abu on the east side of the Edgware-road in 
the plaintiff parish. By an Act of 1826 the road was placed under the 
care of commissioners. an Act of 1872 the income of certain estates, 
the rents and profits of which had formerly been —— for the 
maintenance of the road, was divided among the parishes in which the 
road was situated, and which were made liable to maintain it. From that 
time the plaintiffs received their portion of the income. By the Act of 
1872 the Siecaieonst ceased to be a turnpike road and became a public 
highway. In 1882, in pursuance of resolutions P ego by the plaintiff 
vestry, a brick sewer was made in the portion of the road abutting on the 
defendant’s land. Previously there been no sewer in that part of the 
road. The sewer was made for the purpose of draining houses within the 
—_ then erected or to be erected upon the defendant’s land in question. 
ith the exception of one house, there are on such land no houses at pre- 
sent erected fronting on to the Edgware-road, or draining into the sewer, 
but the lands remain fenced off from the road by a hedge and ditch which 
have existed for many years. Part of the land may, and probably will, 
within a few years, be laid out and become available as a building site, 
and the plaintiffs, in view of such contingency, but not at the request of 
the defendant, made the sewer of a ] size than would have been 
necessary for the drainage of existing buildings. For five years prior to 
January 1, 1856, sewers rates were levied in respect of the whole of the 
defendant’s property. The plaintiff vestry resolved that the vestry 
should bear one-third of the expense of the sewer, and that the remainder 
should be paid by the landowners in the parish in proportion to their 
frontage. e defendant refused to pay his p , on the ground 
that the whole expense should be borne by the =. Pollock, B., and 
Manisty, J., gave judgment for the plaintiffs. e defendant appealed. 
Judgment was reserved on November 23. On December 18 the court 
(Lord Esuer, M.R., Corron and Bowsgn, L.JJ.) gave Foe a allowing 
the appeal. Lord Esuer, M.R., said that the part of the road in question 
was not a street in the ordinary sense of the term. But ing section 
250 of 18 & 19 Vict. c. 120, with section 112 of the Act of 1862, he was of 
opinion that the moment the road ceased to be a turnpike road it became 
a street within the meaning of the definition. Therefore it was necessary 
to consider the effect of section 53. The Act treated of both vew and 
old streets, but in section 53 the general term ‘“‘ street” was used, and he, 
therefore, was of opinion that ‘the word included both old and new 
streets. That being so it was immaterial to consider whether the road in 
question was a new or old street. His lordship agreed with Shefield 
v. Board of Works (L. R.1 Ex. D. 395), and not with Sawyer v. Vestry of 
Paddington (19 W. R. 96, L. R.6Q. B.D. 164). Therefore the defendant was 
not liable. Bowen and Fry, L.JJ., were of the same opinion.—CovnsaL, 
Lumley Smith, Q.C., and J. G@. Wood; Philbrick, Q.C., and English 
Harrison. Soricrrors, 4. F. ¢ R. W. Tweedie; W. Gribble. 


ANDERSON rv. COMMERCIAL UNION ASSURANCE C©O.—C. A. No. 1, 
18th December. 


The question in this ap; 


Fink Insvrance—Oprrion To Insurancs CoMPANY TO REINSTATE OR REPLACE 
PROPERTY INSURED INSTBAD OF PAYING Amount oF Dawacs on Loss. 

This appeal raised a question as to the effect of a condition enabling 

a fire insurance company, if it thinks fit, to reinstate or replace pari 

dam or destroyed instead of paying the amount of the loss or 4 


The plaintiff originally had a lease of certain premises, in which he had 
erected certain which were trade fixtures. He 


things until the building was restored. The 


curred, towne te | and fixtures were damaged, and it was 
e 
ding was restored, and the company, in due course, elected to rein- 


Lord Esnsr, M.R., said that the company had t 
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a: ‘t in its former condition. There was nothing in the condition in the | MAYOR OF PRESTON v. FULLWOOD LOCAL BOARD—North, J,, solicitor 
+3 ome og r ag A egy mae A = idle on the part of po Commeny te 12th December. of the | 
ig pf if the locality in whi ° were was destroyed, they | Peacrice—Orp. 28, x. 1—AmeNDMENT oF PLEADINGS AFTER JOINDER oF Q.C., ar 
a might elect to reinstate or replace, and then do neither. The propo-|  [ssug awp HEARING or A Point oF LAW—TERMS UPON WHICH THE Covny rors, By 
2 sition was so monstrous as almost to have blinded his lordship to the) .,xorons AMENDMENT 
i rights of the company. But the plaintiff had been equally wrong. He ea ea pale ‘ 
had contended that, if the goods could not be reinstated or replaced, by | The application of ord. 28, r. 1, to a case, where a motion for leave to 
reason either of the place being destroyed, or of his being unable to get amend was made after joinder of issue and the hearing of a point of 
legally to the place, he hada right to be paid in money, and the option law, was discussed in this action. The action was brought by the 
of the company was taken away. That was not right, for there was | Mayor, aldermen, and b of Preston against the Fullwood Local 
nothing about locality in the condition. Therefore, the company had an | Board to restrain the latter from interfering with watermains and pipes 
option, and, as they had repaired the goods by the leave of those in | laid down in the district of the local board by the corporation. Issue wag 
possession of the property, they had done what the option entitled | joined (the last pleading being a rejoinder) and admissions were made to 
them todo. But, in such a case, a company would not be entitled to say | raise the point of law whether the ss 5 ey had any legal right to 
that they would neither pay the money nor repair the goods except at | break up the streets vested in the local board. The point of law was Note. 
the exact place where they were before. If the plaintiff could not have | decided against the plaintiffs. This was a motion on behalf of the plain. SuPRE 
the things put back in the same place, the company would have to do | tiffs that they might be at liberty to amend their reply by pleading i 
what was reasonable, and to repair them if taken to a place within a | acquiescence and estoppel by conduct on the part of the defendants. Suprem 
reasonable distance. In this case the plaintiff could not complain of | The application was resisted, on the — that the proposed amendment Sannar 
the defendants having gone to the old place and repaired the goods. | Would practically raise a new case. Norru, J., in giving judgment, said 
But it might be that they had also dealt or assisted in dealing he thought he must allow the amendment, though he did not think it 10 
with the goods so that the plaintiff could not get them, in which case | Would carry the matter much further. Ifthe point had been originally ie 
the plaintiff would have a right of action. But in the present action, | Taised on the pleadings it could not have been struck out as irrelevant, ede’ 
which was under the policy, the plaintiff was wrong, and, whatever which shewed it might be important. He must, however, impose terms An rd 
might be the result of another action, the defendants were now entitled | 0n the plaintiffs—namely, that they should pay the costs of the motion, enna 
to succeed. Oorrox, L.J., was of the same opinion. Bowen, L.J., said { Which would be made costs in the action, but to be the defendants’ in any 
the plaintiff's mistake was in supposing that what had happened had event, and also such costs of the action as might turn out to have been 9. E 
it impossible for the company to perform the alternative condition. | thrown away by this motion having been made, and thus rendering the paras 
But it was possible for the company to repair the articles if they were the | hearing of the point of law of no avail. The amendment must be made 
plaintiff’ s property, although they were no longer upon ground which within a week.—CovuNnsEL, Karslake, Q.C., and G. Henderson, for the plain- 
was his.—Covnset, Pollard and Abrahams; Cohen, Q.C., and Hollams. | tiffs; Robinson, Q.C., and G. Farwell, for the defendants. Soxicrrors, 3. ¢ 
Soxicrrors, Michael Abrahams § Co. ; Hollams, Son, ¢ Coward. Hume, Bird, § Eldridge, agents for H. Hamer, Preston, for the plaintiffs; added 
Gregory, Roweliffes, § Co., agents for W. A. § R. Ascroft, Preston, for the “U 
defendants. 
Court 
HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. MORGAN v. BRISCO—Bacon, V.C., 18th December. 
'S CAFE Practice—Srrciric PgrroRMANCE—VENDOR ANO PurcHAsER—VENDOR 4. ( 
Be THE PEOPLES O CO.—Pearson, J., 19th December. Piamvrirr—Speciric PERFORMANCE ORDERED—NEGLECT OF PURCHASER 10 er = 
Company—Repvcrion or Caprrat—Conrremation sy Court—ADVERTISE- COMPLETE—Form or ORDER. — 
mest OF Pertrrox—Oompantes Act, 1877, ss. 3, 4—GenzraL OnpER OF | In this case a question arose as to what was the proper form of order — 
Mancu, 1868, ne. 5—16. to be made against a purchaser who refused to complete under the 
This was a petition for the confirmation of a reduction of the capital of | fllowing circumstances. An order had been made in a specific perfor- 5. 
the company, in accordance with special resolutions which had been passed | ™@2¢e action (wherein the vendor was plaintiff) for specific performance teh 
by the shareholders. It was proposed to reduce the capital only by of an agreement to buy freeholds, inquiries as to title, &c., and execution terme 
writing off some paid-up capital which had been lost; no capital was to | °f ® conveyance, to be prepared by the purchaser in the usual form. 
be returned to the shareholders, and the liability of the shareholders on | The chief clerk certified a good title, but the purchaser did not tender . 
their shares was not to be diminished. The rights of creditors were, | C°BVeyance, and made many attempts to avoid completion. Bacon, V.0., 6. 
therefore, not to be affected. The question was whether it was necessary | ™#de an order that the plaintiff should be at liberty to prepiie and execute adie 
to advertise the petition at all, or, if it must be advertised, whether it was | * Conveyance to the defendant (as an escrow to be delivered to the Pr 
necessary to wait until the chief clerk had settled a list of creditors. | 4¢fendant on payment of the purchase-money within the time limited) of plain 
Paansox, J., directed that the petition should be advertised at once. | the — comprised in the contract, such conveyance to be settled by obtai 
—Counser, Phipson Beale. Soxicrror, Sydney Morse. the judge; the defendant to pay to the plaintiff, at a time and place to ae 
be a ted by the judge when the conveyance should be approved, the Soka 
= money, interest, and costs; and, thereupon, the P ove-age: to vite: 
' = A Red * eliver to the defendant the said conveyance and all title deeds, &c.— rene 
GERM MILLING CO. (Luarep) r. ROBINSON—Kay, J., Counset, Marten, Q.C., and Alan Stewart; Herbert Foss. Soxrcrrors, Rule 
17th December. Talbot § Quayle, tor Talbot § Wood, Newtown ; R. A. Biale. Pr 
Parext—Pracrice—Noverry wy Resvit—Insrecrion anp Denivery or reasc 
Sampes. the ¢ 
In this case the eatin: stipe as to the mo of the defendants to CASES AFFECTING SOLICITORS. — 
inspect certain ery an uce of the tiffs. The action was : itor).—C. A. No. h December. 
brought by the plaintiffs, who“ were the atigies of a patent for “‘im- eS. CLEREEP panne) Ae Ae MD, By TOF mad: 
in the manufacture of meal and flour from wheat, maize, and | C°°T’—T4xTIon—Soxicrror’s Lizn on PargRs—JURISDICTION TO ORDER 
other grain, and in obtaining a valuable product therefrom ” to restrain De.ivery ur or Papers on Payment or Money into Court. 7 
the defendants from infringing their patent. There did not appear to be | This was an appeal from the decision of Chitty, J. (34 W. R. 58, ante, of cc 
any novelty in the machinery used by the plaintiffs, but their claim was | p. 29). The + ye ee was by a railway company that their late were 
in —— a new result uced by ordinary machinery. The defend- | solicitor ht be ordered to deliver up to the company all deeds and 
ante de the validity of the patent, but the question of ntility was not | documents in his custody or power to the company, on 
ee in issue. The plaintiffs had obtained an order giving them liberty to | payment by the company into court of such a sum of money as the court 8. 
+ aaah the process of the defendants, and, in pursuance of that order, | migh think fit to answer the amount which might be found due from nat 
4 they had inspected the defendants’ mills and had taken ninety-three | the company to the solicitor, and that he might be ordered to deliver to acco 
ei samples of the product. Thedefendants now applied that an order should | the company his bill of costs as their solicitor, and that the bill might item 
a be made giving them the like liberty to inspect the process of the plain- | be referred for taxation. Chitty, J., held that the court had jurisdiction Jud, 
# tiffs. Kay, J , said that, in considering « question of this kind, he took | in a pressing case to order the delivery up of papers on payment into 
BE the point of view of the court rather than that of the parties, and what | court by the client of a sufficient sum to answer what should be found due 9. 
3 he had to consider was whether the court would be at @ disadvantage at | to the solicitor on taxation. And he thought that the present case copi 
¥ the trial by giving liberty to one side and not to the other. His lordship | was a one, because there were numerous conveyances, the cunt 
3 was of ion that the court would be at a disadvantage if it did not, at | comp of which was n for the undertaking of the company, shal 
: the of the action, have complete evidence as to the process which which could not be peossedied with unless the documents were deliv 
the actually carried on under their patent. There was no sug- | up by the solicitor. His lordship accordingly made an order for the 
i ~ “The ) oe any <tises Sensen: foe setating the ie delivery up of the documents on payment into court*by the company of the 1 
q asked for only suggestion was that the defendants could get all | sum of £3,150. On the hearing of the appeal, an order was made by the 
y well from the specification of the patent, or that, | consent that, on the solicitor handing over the documents, the 
af it - Saliatabes Cut oben mee was not| sum of £1,650 should be to him out of the fund in court, 
i his could not agree in that. Upon the question | he to repay the excess (if any) above what should be 1 
4 of infringement it might be very important that they should, by means of | found due to him on taxation. It thus © necessary to decide the day 
i inspection, be able to describe the process carried on under the t. | question of jurisdiction. But the court (Cinpiey and Fxy, L.JJ.) said wos 
i The order, therefore, would be the usual order for inspection, with liberty there was such a jurisdiction in some cases, and that the guns 
1 to the defendants to take samples. —Counsxr, Sir Rh. EB. Webster, A.G., | might hereafter have to be considered in connection with order 50 of the 
+) and Carpmael ; Aston, (L0., and Ohadwyck Healey. Sorscrrons, Wilson, | R. 8. C., 1883. And their lordships also said that the solicitor’s lien on 1 
4 Bristros, & Carpmael ; C. & 8. Harrison & Co, papers attached only in respect of moneys due to him in the character of | 
2 
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solicitor, and not in respect of moneys due to him under the special Act 
of the company for which he had acted as solicitor.—CounszL, Inee, 
Q.C., and Russell Roberts ; Macnaghten, Q.C., and Phipson Beale. Sousct- 
rors, Brooksbank § Galland ; A. R. Oldman. 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 


RULES OF THE SUPREME COURT. 
DecemBer 1885. 

Note.-—The following Rules may be cited as the ‘‘ RuLEs oF THE 
Supreme Court,’ December 1885, and each Rule may be cited se ly 
according to the heading thereof with reference to the Rules of the 
Supreme Court, 1883. They shall come into operation on the Ist of 


January 1886. 
ORDER V. RULE 9 (e). 
1, Order V., Rule 9 (e), shall be read as if the following words were 
added thereto :— 
And such certificate shall be countersigned by the Chief Clerk to whom 
according to the distribution of business such cause or matter belongs. 


ORDER V. RULE 9 (/). 


2. For pit peer of subsections:(a), (5), and (c) of this Rule separate 
rotations shall be kept. 


ORDER VII. RULE 3. 
3. Order VII., Rule 3, shall be read as if the following words were 
added thereto : 
“Until the final conclusion of the cause or matter, whether in the High 
Court or the Court of Appeal.” 


ORDER XIII. RULE 9. 

4, Order XIII., Rule 9, shall be read as if after the words “ arrears of 
rent’’ the words ‘‘ double value’’ were and after the words 
‘breach of contract’’ the words ‘‘or wrong or injury to the premises 
claimed ’’ were inserted. 


ORDER XIV. RULE7. 
5. The Court or a Judge may, with the consent of all parties, dispose of 
the action finally and without appeal in a summary manner, and on such 
terms as to costs or otherwise as the Court or Judge shall think just. 


ORDER XVIII. RULE 2. 

6. Order XVIII., Rule 2, shall be read as if the following words were 
adied thereto : 

Provided that nothing in this Order contained shall prevent any 
plaintiff in an action for foreclosure or redemption from asking for or 
obtaining an order against the defendant for delivery of the possession of 
the mortgaged property to the plaintiff on or after the order absolute for 
foreclosure or redemption, as the case may be, and such an action for 
foreclosure or redemption and for such delivery of on shall not be 
— an action for the recovery of land within the meaning of these 

ules. 

Provided also, that in case any mortgage security shall be foreclosed by 
reason of the default to redeem by any plaintiff in a redemption action, 
the defendant in whose favour such foreclosure has taken chet may by 
motion or summons apply to the Court or a Judge foran order for delivery 
to him of possession of the mortgaged property, and such order may be 
made thereupon as the justice of the case shall require. 


ORDER XXVIII. RULE8. 


7. Order XXVII., Rule 8, shall be read as if after the words ‘‘ breach 
of contract’’ the words ‘‘or wrong or injury to the premises claimed”’ 


were inserted. 
ORDER XXXIII. RULE 4a. 

8. Upon the taking of any account the Oourt or a Ju may direct 
nat the vouchers shall be produced at the office of the solicitor of the 
accounting party, or at any other convenient place, and that only such 
items as may be contested or surcharged shall be brought before the 
Judge in Chambers. 

ORDER XXXIV. RULE 3. 

9. Order XXXIV., Rule 3, shall be read as if the words “ Printed 
copies for the use of the Judges shall be delivered by the plaintiff’’ were 
omitted, and the words ‘‘ Three printed engin for the use of the Judges 
shall be left therewith” were substituted therefor. 


ORDER XXXV. RULE 6. 
10, Order XXXY., Rule 6, shall be read as if after the word ‘‘ Master "’ 
the words ‘‘or Chief Clerk’ were inserted. 
ORDER XXXVI. RULE 6, 


ll. Order XXXYVI., Rule 6, shall be read as if the words “ within ten 


days after notice of trial has been given" were therein inserted after the 
words ‘‘ upon application."’ 


ORDER XXXVII. RULE 61, 


mentioned in the Appendix hereto, in substitution of the fees heretofore 
wed. 


allo 
ORDER XXXVIII. RULE 10. 


13. Order XXXVIIL., Rule 10, shall be read as if the words “ indorsed 
on”? were substituted for the words ‘‘ appended to.” 


ORDER XXXVIII. RULE 1%. 
14. The consent of a new trustee to act shall be sufficiently evidenced 
by a written consent signed by him and verified the signature of his 
solicitor. Form 1 in the Appendix hereto be used with such 
variations as circumstances may require, and may be cited as Form 29 in 


Appendix L. 

ORDER XLIX. RULE 4a. ss 
15. Any Judge of the Chancery Division , at the request or with the 
consent of any other Judge of that Division whom a cause or matter 
is pending, hear such cause or matter or any application therein, and for 
that purpose it shall not be necessary that any order for transfer shall be 
made or consent of the parties obtained. 


ORDER LI. RULE la. 
16. In all cases where a sale, mortgage, ition, or exchange is 
ordered, the Court or a Judge shall have power, in addition to the powers 
already existing, with a view to avoiding expense or delay, or for other 
good reason, to authorise the same to be carried out, either as at 
ison: 


a. by laying proposals before the Judge in Chambers for his sanction ; 

or 

b. by proceedings altogether out of Court, any moneys produced thereby 
‘being paid into Ooart or to trustees, or otherwise dealt with as the 
Judge in Chambers may order. 


ORDER LI. RULE 3a. 
17. No order for the payment of purchase ry A into Court shall 
be necessary, but a direction for that purpose signed by the Chief Clerk 
shall be sufficient authority for the Paymaster-General 
money. 

ORDER LI. RULE 6a. 
18. In the case of sales under the direction of the Court the particulars 
of sale shall be signed by and the result of the sale shall be certified under 
the hands of the auctioneer and the solicitor of the party having the 
conduct of the sale. It shall not be necessary to file any affidavit verifying 
the particulars or the result of the sale. Form 2 in the Ap 
hereto shall be substituted for Form 16 in Appendix L. which is 
annulled. 
ORDER LV. RULE la. 

19. In any proceeding before the Judge in Chambers any party may, if 

he so desire, be represented by Counsel. 


ORDER LV. RULE 2. 
20. Subsection (6), shall be read as if the words “‘ any other Act re 
to Parliamentary deposits '’ were inserted before ‘' for investment” ; 
subsection (7), shall be read as if the words ‘‘ passed before the 14th of 
August, 1855,” were omitted. 


ORDER LY. RULE Sa. 


21. Any mortgagee or or equitable, or any 
person entitled to- or having subject to a or equitable 
charge, or any m having the t to foreclose or any mort- 


gage, whether or equitable, may take out as of course an origi 
ee eats in the Chames ah o:.dalee of te 
Division, for such relief of the nature or kind following as may by the 
summons be specified, and as the of the case may require ; 
that is to say,— 2 
Sale, foreclosure, delivery of possession by the mortgagor, redemption, 


reconveyance, deli of by the mortgagee. 
Notes Add to the eye et LY., Part II., the words “‘ Fore- 
closure and Redemption.” 


ORDER LV. RULE 5s. 
22. The 0 te OE ee ae _ 
ing Rule shall as under the existing practice 
Chancery Division would be the proper defendants to an action for 
like relief as that specified by the summons, 


ORDER LV. RULE 10a. 


I 


23. Upon an 
creditor or benefi 





12, The Examiners of the Court shall be entitled to charge the fees 


2 
gt 
; 
: 
| 
3] 
! 
| 


ee 





xe 








pret ponte 


ee ee ke ae 
* onto oa 


Rubee nk rs 


Saree ott eS mre _' 
Ge hate ep dan ee cy Ooh gap iw ties Pah 


cong ae naner ee ot 









144 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 





Dec. 26, 1885. 








ORDER LV. RULE 15. 
24. The proviso at the end of Order LV., Rule 15, is hereby annulled 
and the following proviso is substituted therefor : 

Provided, that no order for general administration or for the execution 
of a trust, or for accounts or inquiries concerning the property of a 
deceased person, or other property held upon ang trust, or the parties 
entitled thereto, shall be made a by the Judge in person: Provided 
also that summonses under Rule 3 of this Order, the object of which is to 
obtain the opinion of the Court or a Judge upon the construction of a 
document or any question of law, and any application for the appoint- 
ment of a provisional liquidator, and applications for substituted service 
and for service out of the jurisdiction shall be brought before the Judge 


in person. 
ORDER LV. RULE 17a. 
25. Any Chief Clerk shall have power without any transfer of the cause 
b. Ns seed to — any ie a +" ed oye . erk, unless the Judge 
Chambers any suc ief Clerk may be for the time being at- 
tached shall otherwise direct. PF P 


ORDER LV. RULE 39a. 

26. Matters coming before the Chief Clerks shall, unless the Judge 
otherwise directs, when r for hearing be entered in daily lists and 
taken in their order on such lists; and every matter commenced shall be 
continued until completion, subject to such adjournments as the Chief 
Clerk shall for good cause, and upon such terms as to costs or otherwise 
as he shall think fit, consider necessary. 


ORDER LV. RULE 46. 


27. Order LV., Rule 46, shall be read as if the words “‘ for claimants’? 
were inserted after the word “‘ advertisement.’’ . 


ORDER LV. RULE 46a. 
28. The advertisement for creditors shall be prepared and signed by the 
solicitor of the party prosecuting the judgment or order; and such signa- 
ture shall be sufficient authority to the printer of the gazette to insert 


the same. 
ORDER LY. RULE 66a. 

29. The certificate shall, when the Judge shall so direct, be prepared 
by the solicitor of one of the ies, who shall obtain an pend mir to 
estilo ee pouvitonte and s) o- a of a appointment to the 

er . No summons settle the certificate of the Chief Clerk 
shall hereafter be issued. 


ORDER LV. RULE 74. * 

30. Order LV., Rule 74, is hereby annulled, and the following Rule 
shall stand in lieu thereof : 

Orders made in Chambers to be acted on by the Paymaster-General 
shall, unless the Judge otherwise directs, be drawn up by the Registrar ; 
but every other order made in Chambers shall, unless the Judge other- 
wise directs, be drawn up by the Chief Clerk to whom according to the 
distribution of business the cause or matter in which such order is made 
belongs ; and all orders drawn up by the Registrars shall be entered in 
the same manner as orders made in open Court. 


ORDER LV. RULE 74a. 

31. In the case of orders to be drawn up by the Chief Clerks as in the 
last Rule mentioned, an order signed by a Chief Clerk, ora 
note or memorandum indorsed on the summons upon which any such 
order is made and signed or imitialled by a Chief Clerk, shall be sufficient 
evidence of the order having been made. 


ORDER LVIII. RULE lia. 

32. The time for appealing against an order made on the further con- 
sideration of a cause, and on the hearing of a summons to vary the 
certificate on which such order is made, shall be the same as the time for 
appealing against the order on further consideration. 


ORDER LIX. 9. 

33. The following Rules of this Order shall apply to appeals to the 
Queen’s Bench Division from County Courts and other Inferior Courts of 
record of civil jurisdiction in all proceedings other than proceedings in 
bankruptcy. 


ORDER LIX. 10. 

34. Every such appeal shall be by notice of motion, and no rule nisi or 
order to show cause shall be necessary. The notice of motion shall state 
the grounds of the appeal, and whether all or part only of the judgment, 
order, or finding is complained of. The notice of motion shall be an 
eight days’ notice, and shall be served on every party directly affected by 
the appeal entered. 

ORDER LIX. 11. 


35. Evi shall be entered at the Crown Office Department of 
the Central Oftee, and the entry shall be made by lodging Scopy of the 


ORDER LIX. 12. 
m...3 The oe 4 — a aay - and the ap entered within 
enty-one days from the date of the jnd t, or or finding com- 
) of; such period shall be calculated from the time at which the 
t or order is signed, entered, or otherwise perfected, or from the 


i at which the finding or any refusal is made or given. 





ORDER LIX. 13. 

37. It shall be the duty of the Master of the Crown Office Department 
forthwith upon the entry of the appeal to apply on behalf of the High 
Court to the Judge of the Inferior Court from which the appeal is 
brought for a copy of the notes of the evidence given, and for a state. 
ment of his judgment or finding on any question of law under appeal. 
Either party shall be entitled, upon payment of the proper fee, to obtain 
from the Crown Office Department an office copy of such notes and state- 
ment. 

ORDER LIX. 14. 

38. The appeal shall not operate as a stay of proceedings under the 
decision appealed from unless the Inferior Court shall so order or unless 
within ten . som after the decision a deposit shall be made of or security 

iven to the satisfaction of such Inferior Court for a sum to be fixed by 
he said Court, not exceeding the amount of the money or the value of 
the property affected by the judgment, order, or finding appealed from, 


ORDER LIX. 15. 

39. Every appeal from an Inferior Court shall be entered in the proper 
list for hearing on such days as the Lord Chief Justice of Mr eg may 
direct, and shall come on to be heard in its order, unless the High Court 
shall otherwise direct. 

ORDER LIX. 16. 

40. The High Court shall have power to extend the time for appealing, 
or to amend the grounds of appeal, or to make any other order, on 
such terms as the Court shall taink just, to ensure the determination on 
the merits of the real questions in controversy between the parties. 


ORDER LIX. 17. 

41. Subject to these Rules, the Rules for the time being in force with 
respect to ap from the High Court to the Court of Appeal shall, 
so far as practicable, apply to and govern ap from County Courts 
and other inferior Courts of record of civil jurisdiction to the High Court. 


ORDER LXV. RULE 6a. 
42. A plaintiff ordinarily resident out of the jurisdiction may be 
ordered to give security for costs, though he may be temporarily resident 
within the jurisdiction. 


ORDER LXV. RULE 19a. 
43. The following warrants in the office of the Taxing Masters of the 
Chancery Division shall be abolished :—Warrant on leaving, warrant to 
bring in, and warrant to tax. 


ORDER LXV. RULE 19s. 

44. Within seven days from the date of the passing of an order direct- 
ing a taxation of costs, the solicitor having the conduct of the order shall 
leave at the office of the proper Taxing Master a copy of the order, and 
(annexed thereto) a statement containing the names and addresses of the 
parties appearing in person, and of the solicitors representing the several 
parties to the cause or matter who do not appear in person, and the names 
and the nature of the interest of the parties represented by each solicitor. 


ORDER LXV. RULE 18c. 

45. On the copy order being left a notice of an appointment to proceed 
with the taxation shall forthwith be issued by the Taxing Master to the 
solicitor having the conduct of the order, and a copy of such order shall 
be sent by by the solicitor ae the conduct of the order to the 
solicitors of such of the parties as the Taxing Master shall direct. 


ORDER LXV. RULE 19. 

46. At the time mentioned in the notice the Taxing Master shall 
appoint a time within which the bills of costs (with all necessary papers and 
vouchers) shall be left at his office, and he shall give all requisite direc- 
tions for the conduct of the taxation pursuant to Regulation (27) of this 
Order. 

ORDER LXV. RULE 19z. 

47. The taxation shall if possible be continued without interruption 
till completed, but if adjourned for any reason notice of the adjournment 
shall be sent by the Taxing Master by post to any solicitor not present at 
the time of the adjournment whose attendance he may desire at the next 
appointment. 

ORDER LXV. RULE 19. 

48. In cases in which the solicitors leave their bills with the proper 
papers and vouchers and with the copy order as above mentioned, the 
Taxing Master may, if he shall think fit, forthwith issue a notice as in 
these Rules provided, fixing a time at which the taxation shall be pro- 
ceeded with. * 

ORDER LXV. RULE 19. 

49. Any solicitor who shall fail to leave his bill of costs (with the 
necessary — and youchers) within the time or extended time fixed by 
the Taxing ter for that purpose, or who shall in any way delay or 
impede the taxation shall, unless the Taxing Master otherwise directs, 
forfeit the fees to which he would otherwise be entitled for drawing his 
bill of costs and for attending the taxation, and the Taxing Master may 
also, if he shall think fit, exercise all or any of the powers vested in him 
by Regulations (28) and (55) of this Order. 
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ORDER LXV. “RULE 19x. 


50. In every bill of costs the professional charges be en ina 
te column from the disbursements, and every column shall be cast 
hy the bill is left for taxation. 


(Signed) Hatssvry, C. 
Coxerrper, C.J. 
Esuer, M-R. 
James HANNEN. 
Naru. Liypuey, LJ. 
Epw. Fry, LJ. 
C. E. Pottock, B. 
December 18, 1885. H. Manisty, J. 
APPENDIX. 
FORM 1. 
APPENDIX L. No. 29. 
Consent to act. 
of hereby consent to act as 
a tae of the [describe the instrument]. (Signed) A.B. 
of solicitor, hereby certify 


thas one above-written signature is the signature of A.B. the person 
mentioned in the above-written consent. (Signed) C.D. 


FORM 2, 
APPENDIX K. No. 16. 
Certificate of Result of Sale. 
In the High Court of Justice, 
Chancery Division. 

1,AS., of , auctioneer, the person 
ap inted to sell the estate comprised in the particulars herein-after 
referred to, hereby certify as follows: 

1. I did at the time and place, in the lots and subject to the conditions 
specified in the said particulars and conditions of hereto annexed and 
copel B- , put up for sale by auction the estates described in the said 


The result of the sale is truly set forth in the bidding paper hereto 
annexed and marked B v + 

2. T have received the sums set forth in the fourth column of the schedule 
hereto as deposits from the respective purchasers whose names are set 
forth in the second column of the said vbetule opposite the said sums in 
respect of their purchase-money leaving the sums set forth in the fifth 
column of the said schedule due in respect thereof. 

















The Schedule above referred to. - . 
No. of Nameof | _ Amountof {|_ Amount of Amount 
Lot. Pure Money. | Deposit received. | remaining due. 
aan wo 
| 
| | 
(Signed) A. B., 
Auctioneer. 
To the best of my belief the above certificate is correct. 
ed) Cc. D. 
e solicitor for 
the party having the conduct of 
the above mentioned sale. 
EXAMINERS’ FEES. 
£ 8s. a. 
1, Upon giving an appointment to take an examination - -110 
2, For the Examiner’s Clerk - - -0 2 6 


3. For each hour or part of an hour occupied in an examins- 

tion within three miles from the potncipal entrance of 

the Royal Courts of Justice . - 010 
4, For each day of six hours or part of a day occupied in an 

examination beyond three miles from the principal 

entrance of the Royal Courts of Justice - . -5 5 0 
5. For the Examiner’s Clerk, where an examination occupies 

more than three hours (in addition to Fee No. 2)perday 0 2 6 
The . ney prosesuting the Order, or his Solicitor, shall also pay all 


Teaso! travelling and other expenses neeene Camas for the room 
(other than the Examiner’s Chambers pon) hem Gn doeatanion my prosecuting 


Norz.—The Fees, Nos. ‘Lend 2 shall be b —— 

the Order, he Bait, the time of o 4 

may be retained the Examiner and his Clerk, tient a 
pando ay ay a hype The other feos shall be paid so soon as the 


examination has been conclu together with ovlline oth 
expenses as above mentioned. sea — = 


ADDITIONAL RULES AND REGULATIONS IN DIVORCE AND 
MATRIMONIAL CAUSES 


The Sowta Rules shall come into operation on the first of J canes 
886, and shall apply, so far as may be practicable, way fink 
oe or after that da 
216. In Divorce andi Matrimonial Causes Solicitors shall be entitled to 
charge, and be allowed the fees set forth in the column headed ‘‘ Lower 


Scale” in Appendix N. annexed to the Rules of the Supreme Court, 1883, 
so far as the same are applicable to such causes 
217. The fees set forth in the column headed “Higher Scale’’ in the 
said pr age N., so far as the same are applicable, may be allowed either 
y in any Divorce or Matrimonial Cause, or as to the costs of any 
partial oe made or business done therein if on special grounds 
arising out of the nature or importance or the difficulty or urgency of 
the case, the Court, or a Judge, shall at the trial or hearing or further 
consideration of such a Cause, or at the of any application therein, 
whether the Cause shall or shall not be tte tlator hearing or to 
further consideration (as the case may be), so order, or if the taxing 
Registrar, under directions given to him for that by the 
Court or a Ju shall that such allowance ought to be so made 
upon such grounds as aforesaid. 

218. Upon = ae A ~ taxing Registrar to tax a bill of costs 
ofa solicitor for the p f ascertaining the amount due to such 
solicitor in respect th , if sath bill shall — charges for business 
done in any Divorce or Matrimonial Cause, the taxing may 
allow the fees set forth in the column “ Higher "Seale ”” in the said Appen- 
= N., so far as the same are applicable in respect of such Cause, or in 

seagood of of any particular —— made or business done therein, if, on 


grounds asin the last preceding Rule mentioned, he he shall 
think that wy oh comune ought to be so made. 
(Signed) Haussvry,C. 
CoLzrivcr, C.J. 
Esuer, M.R. 


James Hannen, Prest. P.D.A. 
Nata. Livviey, L. 
Epw. Fry, L.J. 
C. E. Pottocs, B. 
H. Manisry, J. 
December 18, 1885. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE—CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Orper or Court. 


. Tuesday, the 22nd day of December, 1885. 
Whereas, from the Roonenss alee state of the business before Mr. Justice Kay, 
Mr. Justice Chitty, North, and Mr. Justice Pearson re- 
rE ent that a portion of the causes assigned to Mr. 
Fast ustice Chitty, ~ Mr. Justice Pearson, should, for the 
nsacpas Spey of trial or transferred to Mr. Justice North ; 
ow I, Tow T, the ht Honourable Stanley Baron Halsb , Lord 
High Ohancellor of Great Britain, do hereby order that the "causes 
set forth in the schedules hereto be y transferred from the said 
Mr. Justice Kay, Mr. Justice Chitty, and Mr. Justice Pearson to Mr. 
Justice North, or the poseets only of trial or hearing, and be marked in 
the cause books accordingly. And this order isto be drawn up by the 
registrar and set up in the several offices of the Chancery Division of the 
High Court of Justice. 


First ScuEpv.e. Lewis v Ramsdale 

From Mr. Justice Kay (witnessDamant v Hennell 
actions Re Evan Jones, Jones v Williams 
Stothert v Tillery Co., Limited Jackson & so hy v Northampton, <c., 
Wharton v Terrell Tramways Co. 
Thompson v Bartlett Re H. Nevile, Webster v Nevile 
Horlock v Druitt Mondey v Taylor 
Stephen v East Indian Railway Co. Turp ScHEpuxe. 
Schofield y Solomon From Mr. Justice Pearson (witness 
Barker y Humphreys actions). 
Arnold v Scot ¥ Harrison v Lander 
Re Winn, Winn v Aldred Ambrose v Hammond 
Parkinson v [les Edison, &c., Light Co. y Woodhouse 
Wetherilt v Wetherilt Great Nas way Co, v Scour- 
Hughes v Twieden 
Baker v Hiscock eerie v Crosse 
Hayward v Ha Alexander v Tun Wells Inm- 
Waight v Waight provement Co ers 
Carmichael vy Holdsworth Paget v Hounsell 
Varty v Isle of Wight, &c., Oo., Cores v Duffield 
Limited er v Perry 

Foote v Foote Clark v Brown 
Webb v St. John’s Gas Oo. Pitcher v Pitcher 
Nichols v Briggs oo vP 


Szeconp ScHEpu.e. 
From Mr. Justice Chitty (witnessLonsdale Whiteley 





. Roberts v Trehearne 
Taylor v Lennard Robinson v Miles 
Tol . Sieatioon Weldhen Scattergood 
nutt v 
Suge ¥ Sage Lumley v Simmons 
Todds Midland Railway Co. v Miles 
Instone v Elmslie Barker v Helliwell 
Walker v Cleaver Mining Co. v Brookes 
Earl St. Germans v Thompson Same ¥ 
alford v Partridge v Hann 
owes \ Craw Mitchell v Reynolds 
ardy Vv ¥ Sassoon 
bast ea Go, Limited, wP y Atkinson 
tish and Foreign Contracts Cor-Re Wickham, Marony v Taylor 
» Limited v Jones 
Breathwaite v Moore Todd v Newsome 
Reese vy Goodman Haxsavay, C, 
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SOCIETIES. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


In pursuance of the resolution passed at the adjourned annual general 
meeting, held on the 15th of July, 1881, to the effect that meetings of the 
society should be held in January and April, a special general meeting 
of the members of the society will be held in the all of the society on 
Friday, the 29th of January, 1886. Members who may wish to move 
resolutions should send copies of them to the secretary not later than the 
5th of January. Notices of the proposed motions will afterwards be sent 
to each member of the society. 








LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Gzorce Dovexass, solicitor, of Newcastle-upon-Tyne, has been 
appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court 
of Judicature. 


Lord Justice Corron has been elected Treasurer of Lincoln’s-inn for 
the ensuing year. 


Mr. Ricuarp Foorner, solicitor, of Andover, has, been appointed Clerk 
to the School Attendance Committee of the Andover Town Council. Mr. 
— is town clerk of Andover. He was admitted a solicitor in 


Mr. Joun Greenrietp, solicitor (of the firm of Greenfield & Abbott), 
of 37, Queen Victoria-street, has been appointed a Commissioner for taking 
Affidavits in the Supreme Court of the Colony of Queensland. 


Mr. Henry Joun Lownpzs Grauam, master in lunacy, who has been 
appointed Clerk of the Parliaments, in succession to the late Sir William 
Rose, is the youngest son of Mr. William Graham, and was born in 1842. 
He was educated at Harrow, and at Balliol College, Oxford, where he 

uated second class in Classics in 1864. He was called to the bar at the 

Temple in Trinity Term, 1868, and he formerly practised on the 

Northern it. He was principal secretary to Lord Cairns, when 
Lord Chancellor, and he was appointed a master in lunacy in 1880. 


Mr. Epwarp James Sreruen Dicey, barrister, has been created a Com- 
mander of the Order of Osmanieh by the Khedive of Egypt. Mr. Dicey 
is the second son of Mr. Thomas Edward Dicey, of lovtendik Hall, 
Leicestershire, and was born in 1832. He was educated at Trinity College, 
Cambridge, where he graduated as a junior optime and in the third 
class of the classical tripos in 1854, and he was called to the bar at Gray’s- 
inn in Hilary Term, 1875. 


Mr. E. F. Fox, solicitor, of Frankfort-street, Plymouth, has been ap- 
ees a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of 





Mr. Wiiu1am Amsrosz, Q.C., who has been elected M.P. for the 
Harrow Division of Middlesex in the Conservative interest, is the son of 
Mr. Richard Ambrose, of Chester, and was born in 1832. He was called 
to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Hilary Term, 1859, where he obtained a 
certificate of honour in the first class, but he afterwards migrated to the 
Middle Temple. Mr. Ambrose is a member of the Northern Circuit. He 
son Queen’s Counsel in 1874, and he is a bencher of the Middle 


Mr. Joun Ricpy, Q.C., who has been elected M.P. for the Northern 
Division of Cambridgeshire in the Liberal interest, is the second son of 
Mr. Thomas Rigby, of Runcorn, Cheshire, and was born in 1834. He was 
educated at Liverpool College, and he was successively scholar and fellow 
of Trinity College, Cambridge, where he graduated as second wrangler and 
second Smith’s Prizeman, and also in the second class of the Classical 
Tripos in 1856. He was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Hilary Term, 
1860 ; and he was junior equity counsel to the Treasury from 1875 till 
eee. ‘raged he became a Queen’s Counsel. Mr. Rigby is a bencher of 

s-inn. 


Mr. Joun Westiaxz, LL.D., Q.C., who has been elected M.P. for the 
Romford Division of the County of Essex in the Liberal interest, is the 
only son of Mr. John Westlake, and was born in 1828. He was formerly 
fellow of Trinity Dotiegs, Cambridge, where he graduated in the first 
class of the Classical pos in 1850. He was called to the bar at 
Lincoln’s-inn in Michaelmas Term, 1834, and he formerly practised in 
the Court of Chancery. He became a Queen’s Counsel in 1874. Mr. 
Westlake is an honorary LL.D. of the University of Edinburgh, a 
bencher of Lincoln’s-inn, and recorder of the borough of Lostwithiel. 

Mr. Connzrivs Mansuatt Warminctoy, Q.C., who has been elected 
M.P. for the Western Division of Monmouthshire in the Liberal interest, 
is the son of Mr. Edward Warmington, of Colchester, and was born in 
1842. He was educated at University College, London. He was admitted 
n solicitor in 1864, but he afterwards entered at the Middle Temple, where 
he was called to the bar in January, 1869, having in the previous October 
obtained an studentship. He practised for several years as an equity 
drafteman conveyancer, and he became a Queen’s Counsel in 1882. 


Mr. Gzonoez Pirr Liwis, Q.C., who has been elected M.P. for the Barn- 


the Rev. George Tucker Lewis, and was born in 1845. In 1876 he 
assumed the additional name of Pitt by Royal licence. He was called to 
the bar at the Middle Temple in Trinity Term, 1870, having in the pre. 
vious November obtained an open studentship. Mr. Lewis is a member 
of the Western Circuit. He was appointed recorder of P..ole in 1884, 
and he is the author of a work on County Court Practice. He becamea 
Queen’s Counsel a few weeks ago. 


Sir Gzornce Russe11, Bart., mauy years a judge of county courts, who 
has been elected M.P. for the Eastern Division of Berkshire in the Con- 
servative interest, is the second son of the late Sir Henry Russell. He 
was born in 1828, and he succeeded to the baronetcy in 1883 on the death 
of his elder brother, Sir Charles Russell. He was educated at Eton and at 
Exeter College, Oxford. He was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in 
Michaelmas Term, 1853, and he formerly practised on the Oxford 
Circuit. In 1866 he was appointed a judge of county courts for Circuit 
No. 19, and in 1874 he was transferred to Circuit No. 49, but he retired 
in 1884. Sir G. Russell is recorder of the borough of Wokingham, and 
a magistrate and deputy-lieutenant for Berkshire. 


Mr. Arruur Duncomsgz, barrister, who has been elected M.P. for the 
Howdenshire Division of the East Riding of Yorkshire in the Conserva- 
tive interest, is the second son of Admiral the Hon. Arthur Duncombe, 
and was born in 1840. He was educated at University College, Oxford, 
and was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Trinity Term, 1867. Mr. 
Duncombe is a magistrate for the North and East Ridings of Yorkshire. 


Mr. Parrick Attan Cuancs, solicitor, of Dublin, who has been elected 
M.P. for the Southern Division of the County of Kilkenny in the Home 
Rule interest, is the second son of Mr. Patrick Chance, and was born in 
1857. He was admitted a solicitor in Ireland in 1882. 


Mr. Patrick O’Hea, solicitor, of Cork, who has been elected M.P. for 
the Western Division of the County of Donegal in the Home Rule 
interest, is the son of Dr. O’Hea, of Clonakilty, and was born in 1847. 
He was admitted a solicitor in Ireland in 1875. 


Mr. Wrtu1am Joun Reyno tps, solicitor, of Dungannon, who has been 
elected M.P. for the Eastern Division of the County of Tyrone in the 
Home Rule interest, is the eldest son of Mr. David Reynolds, of 
Dungannon, and was born in 1856. He was admitted a solicitor in 
Treland in 1879. f 


Mr. Joun Suimess Wit, Q.C., who has been elected M.P. for the 
Borough of Montrose in the Liberal interest, is the only son of Mr. John 
Will, of Hanover, Jamaica, and was born in 1838. He was called to the 
bar at the Middle Temple in Easter Term, 1864, and he has practised on 
the South-Eastern Circuit and at the Parliamentary Bar. He became 
a Queen’s Counsel in 1883. 


Mr. W1i114m Gzorcsz Mount, barrister, who has been elected M.P. for 
the Southern Division of Berkshire in the Conservative interest, is the 
eldest son of Mr. William Mount, of W: Place, Berkshire, and was 
born in 1824. He was educated at Eton and at Balliol College, Oxford, 
and he was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in Easter Term, 1849. 
Mr. Mount is a eae deputy-lieutenant,-and deputy-chairman of 
quarter sessions for Berkshire. 


Mr. Joun Boyp Krynzar, barrister and advocate, who has been elected 
M.P. for Fifeshire in the Liberal interest, is the eldest son of Mr. Charles 
Kinnear, of Kinloch, Fifeshire, and was born in 1828. He was admitted 
a member of the Faculty of Advocates in Scotland in March, 1850, and he 
was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in Michaelmas Term, 1852. 
Mr. Kinnear is a magistrate for Fifeshire. 


Mr. Wri1u1am Snowpon Rosson, barrister, who has been elected M.P. 
for the Bow Division of the Tower Hamlets in the Liberal interest, is the 
third son of Mr. Robert Robson, of Newcastle-upon-Tyne, and was born 
in 1852. He was educated at Caius College, Cambridge. He was called to 
the bar at the Inner Temple in June, 1880, and he practises on the Noxth- 
Eastern Circuit. 


Mr. Henry Seton Karn, barrister, who has been elected M.P. for the 
Borough of St. Helens in the Conservative interest, is the eldest son of 
Mr. George Berkeley Seton Karr, of the Bengal Civil Service, and was born 
in 1853. He was educated at Corpus Christi a Oxford, where he 
—— second class in Juri dence in 1876. e was called to the 

at Lincoln’s-inn in June, 1879, and he is a member of the Northern 
Circuit. 


Mr. Rosert Jasper Mors, barrister, who has been elected M.P. for the 
Southern Division of a in the Liberal interest, is the only son of 
the Rev. Thomas Frederick More, of Linley, Shropshire, and was born in 
1857. He was educated at Balliol College, Oxford. He was called to the 
bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Trinity Term, 1863, and he formerly practised on 
the Oxford Circuit. Mr. More was M.P. for South Shropshire from 1865 
till 1868. He is a magistrate for Shropshire and Montgomeryshire, and @ 
deputy -lieutenant for the former county. 


Mr. Francis Wut1am Macuezan, barrister, who has beea elected M.P. 
for the Mid Division of Oxfordshire in the Liberal interest, is the third 
son of Mr. Alexander Maclean, of Carshalton, Surrey, and was born in 
1844. He was educated at Westminster, and at Trinity College, Cam- 
bridge. He was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in Easter Term, 
1868, and he practises in the Chancery Division. 


Mr. Francis Ariston Cuannine, barrister, who has been elected M.P. 
for the Eastern Division of Northamptonshire in the Liberal interest, is 





staple Division of Devonshire in the Liberal interest, iz the eldest son of 


the only son of the Rev. William Henry oe and was born in 1851. 
He was educated at University College, Oxford, where he graduated second 
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class in Classics in 1863. He obtained the English Essay Prize in 1865, 
and the Arnold Prize in 1866. He was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn 
in June, 1882. 

Mr. Marx Joun Srewanrt, barrister, who has been elected M.P. for 
Kirkcudbrightshire in the Conservative interest, is the eldest son of Mr. 
Mark Sprot Stewart, of Southwick, Kirkcudbrightshire, and was born in 
1834. He was educated at Winchester, and at Christ Church, Oxford, 
where he graduated third class in Law and Modern History in 1857. He 
was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in Hilary Term, 1862, and he is 
a member of the Northern Circuit. Mr. Stewart was M.P. for Wigtown 
from 1874 till 1880. He is a magistrate and deputy-lieutenant for Kirk- 
cudbrightshire. 

Mr. Ricuarp Burpon Hatpanz, barrister, who has been elected M.P. 
for Haddingtonshire in the Liberal interest, is the third son of Mr. Robert 
Haldane, of Edinburgh, and was born in 1857. He is an M.A. of the 
University of Edinburgh, and he was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn 
in November, 1879. He practises in the Chancery Division. 





PARTNERSHIP DISSOLVED. 


Howarp Pappison and TxHomas Pearson Smirurks, solicitors, No. 3, 
Castle-street, Holborn (now No. 3, Furnival-street), London. September 
29, 1883. [ Gazette, Dec. 18.] 








LEGAL NEWS. 


The death is announced of Mr. Charles Sumner, judge of the Glouces- 
tershire County Courts. 

The members of the South-Eastern Circuit have invited the Attorney- 
General, Sir Richard Webster, Q.C., M.P., toa dinner in celebration of 
his appointment as Attorney-General. The dinner will take place at the 
Albion Hotel, Aldersgate-street, on Saturday, January 9. 


Mr. Justice Denman, the senior election judge, announced on 
Tuesday, with respect to business arising in parlismentary election 
petition cases. during the Christmas Vacation, that the Vacation Judge 
for the time being could hear any such applications, but, should that 
judge, for any reason, deem it advisable that the matters should be 
determined by an election judge, he (Mr. Justice Denman) would, on 
proper notice being given, attend himself at chambers, at any time 
during the Vacation, in order to hear such cases. 


Ata meeting of the Court of Common Council of the City of London 
on the 17th inst., Mr. Windybank, chairman of the Law and City Courts 
Committee, brought up a report from them submitting plans and 
estimates for the erection of a new City of London Court in Guildhall- 
buildings. The cost was estimated at £15,500, exclusive of fittings, and 
the committee recommended that they should be authorized to erect the 
new court in accordance with the plans and elevations, at a cost not ex- 
ceeding £16,000, and that that sum should be paid out of the general fund 
of the City of London Court. The report was carried. 


On the 18th inst., at the ope 20g County Court, Judge Hughes 
decided in an unexpected manner a claim which had been put in by a pro- 
fessional pedestrian, named Peter St. Leger, of Macclesfield, for the 
recovery from Daniel Ward, of Handforth, of a gold watch. The 
plaintiff and the defendant’s son had competed in a walking match, of 
which the defendant was judge. The defendant decided in favour of his 
sou, but the plaintiff alleged that his son had walked one lap too little. 
The judge decided to have the match walked over again in his own pre- 
sence next month, and chose a gentleman in court to assist him in 


judging. 








COMPANIES. 


WINDING-OP NOTICES, 
JorntT Stock COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

ARMY AND Navy Horst Company, Limrrep.—Petition for winding up, presented 
Dec 17, directed to be heard before Bacon, V.C., on Jan 16. Fond end Co, 
Bloomsbury sq, solicitors for the petitioners 

LLANGENNECH (‘OAL CoMPANY, LIMITED.—Petition for winding up, presented Dec 
16, directed to be heard before Chitty, J., on Saturday, Jan 16. White, New 
inn, agent for Cox, Swansea, solicitor for the petitioners 

LONDON AwD SWEDISH MaTcH woren LiiteD.—Mathew, J., has, by an order 
dated Oct 14, appointed Edward Llewellyn Ernest, 4, Queen st place, to be 
oficial liquidator 

MEXICAN MINING CoMPANY, LimiTED.--By an order made by Kay, J., dated Dec 
5. it was ordered that the voluntary winding up of the company be continued. 
Whitfield, Finsbury pavement, solicitor for the bayer mp 

ways TRUsT CoMPANY, LIMITED.—By an order made by Chitty, J., dated 
Dec 12, it was ordered that the company be wound up. Webb and Co, Queen 
Victoria st, solicitors for the petitioners 

Unton LOAN AND Discount ComPaNyY, LiwiTep.—Creditors are uired, on or 
before Jan 9, to send their names and an e partic of their 
debts or claims, to John Southerland Banner, 24, North st, Liver- 

l. Thursday, Nov 21 at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon 


the debts or o 
Gazette, Dec. 18.) 
Brivish FLAx AND ParEr Company, Lrurrep.—By an order made by. Bacon, V.C., 


MEDICAL ATTENDANCE ASSURANCE ASSOCIATION, LimiTED.—Pearson, J., has, by 
an order dated Dec 15, appointed William Earle Pearse, 4a. Cheapside, to he 
official liquidator. Creditors are required, on or before Jan 2, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to the above. 
ae . Feb 15 at 1, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts 
and Cc 

UNION PLATE GuLass INSURANCE CoMPANY, LuuiTep.—Creditors are required, on 
or before Jan 15, to send their names and addresses, and the culars of their 





debts or claims, to Bertram Smart, 22, Queen st, on st. Friday, 
Jan 22 at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and 
claims . 
(Gazette, Dec. 22.) 
UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
BRITANNIA BENEFIT BUILDING SocreTy.—Creditors are req! on 


PERMANENT 
er before Jan 9, to send their names and addresses, end the pextionsate af r 
debts and c to John Martin Winter, 16, Market st, Newcastle on Tyne. 
Pt w apes .— 20 at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating 
ene; [Gasette, Dec. 18.) 
CouNTY PALATINE OF LANCASTER. 
In CHANCER 


Y. 

LIVERPOOL ZOOLOGICAL GARDENS COMPANY, LimITED.—Petition for wind up, 
resented Dec 19, directed to be heard before the Vice-Chancellor on Wednes- 
SS. Dec 30, at 9, Cook st, Liverpool. Bremner and Co, Liverpool, solicitors for 


the petitioner 
{ Gazette, Dec. 22.) 
FRIENDLY SOcreTIEs DISSOLVED. 
EDENBRIDGE NEW FRIENDLY Socrety, Crown Inn, Edenbridge, Kent. Dec ais 


LY SocrgeTy OF HasTInas, Ji Lind, High st, Hastings, > 15 
HOLBECK PROVIDENT Sick Society, Little Holbeck Board School, Sweet st West, 


Holbeck, York. Dec 15 f = 
lage ame Let Live FRIENDLY Society, Cape of Good Hope, Carley st, Leicester. 
17 
[ Gazette, Dec. 22.) 








CREDITORS’ CLAIMS. 


CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 
BILLINGE, MATTHEW, Macclesfield, Chester. Jan 8. Hooley v Billinge, Registrar, 


Manchester. Thompson, Birkenhead 
Wit, Forebridge, yor at Railway Contractor. Jan 15, Lichfield y 


Moss, Bacon. V.C. Bowen, Staffo: 
PgnsaM, THOMAS, Eldersfield, Worcester, Farmer. Jan 7. Pride v Pensam, 
Bacon, V.C. Hyde, Worcester 
opay. a ones, vem Ashby, Lincoln, Farmer. Jan 1. Stubbs v Stubbs, Kay, 
. In , Lout . 
WHITE, ANE EMMA, Tedworth sq, Chelsea. Dec 28. Bailey v Broomfield, Bacon, 
V.C. Steward, King’s Bench walk, Temple ‘ my 





CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP 36. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 
Arnott, GEORGE, North Shields, Lighthouse Keeper. Jan 23. Lietch and Co, 
North Shields 
[- " aa, Ecchinswell, Hants, Miller. Feb 1. Mecey and Son, 
te , nr New 
CLARKE, JAMES SuEpLny. Stoke Bardolph, Nottingham, Farmer. Jan.8. Thorpe 
and Thorpe, Nottin; 
Davies, DAVID CHRISTOPHER, Whittington, Salop, Farmer. Jan 22. Longne- 
Dee oie Kingsland rd, Gent. Jan 9. Angelland Co, Gresham st 
EATH, JEREMIAH, . Jan 9. * 
Denon, Wassau _" Brecknock rd, Islington, Cattle Salesman. Dec 8. Hallett 
dCo, Asi 
EDWARDS, WILLIAM, St Donatt’s rd, Deptford, Gent. Jan 23. Marchant and 
George yard, Lombard st 
HEART, STEPHEN Pav, Bonny River, West Coast of Africa, Surgeon. 
Jan 28. Davenport and Co, Hast: 
Henry Lee Joun, No Tuddenham, Norfolk, Miller. Feb 16. 


'ARMAN, 
Miller and Co, Norwich ! 

posees, Epwarp McManon, Piccadilly, Major. Jan 3i. Pollard, Cole- 
man s 

GoopMAN, CHARLES. Junction rd, Upper Holloway, Gent. Jan 31. Langham, 
Bartlett’s bdgs, Holborn Circus 

Game, SRORAS, Sy sae, Somerset, Gardener. Jan 1. Messiters ani Ben- 
nett, ncan’ 

Harpine, THomas, Appleby Magna, Derby, Retired Innkeeper. Jan 1. Burn 
and Co, Birmingham 

Mpeneneo N, WILLIAM, Oxton, Chester, Nurseryman. Jan4. Thompson, Bir- 


kenh 
InGLEBY, Henry RicHard, Liverpool, Cotton Broker. Jan 22. Miller and Co, 


Liverpool 
JACKSON, JOHN GossETT, Weston super Mare, Esq. Jan 30. Wood, Winchcombe 


over Cheltenham 
James, Rev Ropert Witui1AM, Southley, Devon, Clerk. Jan 19. Wilton, 


Colyton, Devon 

mise Toseran. Towcester, Northampton. Jan 22. Whitton, Towcester 
LowWE, GEORGE, U) aan ee. Jan 30. Brundrett and Co, Temple 

Luss, Fanny, Briggate, . Jan9. Markland and Coy, Leeds 

x > ~ “amen te, Leeds, Innkeeper. Jan 9. Markland and Coy, 


MALLINSON, James, Wood st, Wool Factor. Feb 1. Chamberlayne and Beau- 


mont, Lincoln's inn fields 
Nisset, JAMES HINDSHAW, Sunderland, Licensed Victualler. Jani. Dixonand 


Co, Sunderland 
PARKER, P&TER, Clitheroe, Lancaster, Roller Coverer. Jan 30. Hall and Co, 
Slitheroe 


Clith: 


NTIFEX, Exiza, St py ne avenue, Shepherd’s Bush. Jan 9. Pontifex 
and Co, St Andrew’s st, Holborn 

PoWELL, ALFRED, worth, Hertford, Dissenting Mivister. Jan 14, 
Watson and Oo, Fleet st 


Bouverie st, 
ery ney Toxteth pk, nr Liverpool, Licensed Victualler. Jan 1. Taylor 
ms, Wigan 
Wintas, JouN, Ebbw Vale, Monmouth, Grocer. Jan 1!. James, Merthyr 
Wynn, Sir WaTkrn WitbiamMs, Wynnstay, Denbigh, Bart. Jan 2. Longue- 


ville and Co, Os 
(Gasette, Deo. 1.] 


Baston, Harrret, Witney, Oxford. Febi. Westell, 
Burry, Mazia, Rochdale, Lancaster. Jan 30. Jacksons Godby, Rochdale 
Burtce woastie 





dated Deo 12, it was ordered that the company be wound up. La 
lane, Cheapside, solicitor for the petitioner P 5 mans 


BY, JouN, York, Innkeeper. March 1. Joel and Parsons, Ne 
upon Tyne 
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CAWLEY, Wri114Mm, Coppenhall Rectory, nr Crewe, Chester, Gent. Jan 20. Hill, 


CHARLTON. GEORGE, ing veel Gateshead, Durham, Esq. Jan 27. Watson and 
Dendy, Newcastle upon 

Dirom. J Joux ON, Whitehaven, Cumberland, , Temperance Hotel Proprietor. Jan 22. 

and Thompson, Whi ven 
Rocurs, Aspe. Blackpool, Lancaster, Gent. Jan 12. Cee er, Darwen 
‘ames, Cardoza terrace, West Holloway. Feb 1. Mear and Fowler, Old 

Rnlenat 's inn, Chancery lane 

E118. Jouxn, New ‘pamela Durham, Innkeeper. Feb 13. Brown, New- 


cen 
Hanes, F EaIox, Sheffield, Manufacturer of Edge Tools. Jan 31. Bramley, 
as eS CaRroLine, St Leonard’s on Sea. Jan 21. Hortin, Edgware rd, 


, WitrrAM, Southampton, Solicitor. Jan5. Gole, Lime st 
Hu, ANN, Worthing, Sussex. Jani15. Verrall, Worthing 
— Lott, Mary alsoken, Norfolk. Dec 31. Lott, Demmack hill, Camber- 
we 


i ghas s, Portman Connaught sq, Hyde pk, Admiral. March 1. Stephens, Or- 
ortma’ 
JOHN EDWARD, lenheim rd, St John’s Wood, General Furnisher. Feb 1. 
venta id and Norton, Sloane st 
LOWTHEB, Witt, Bramley, nr Leeds, Gent. Jan;25. Killick and Co, Brad- 


ford 

MACDONALD, ARCHIBALD Smron LANG, Cotham, Redcar, York, Salt Boring 
Agent. Jans. Meek, Middlesborough ° 

M. , RACHEL, Newcastle upon Tyne. Feb6. Brown, jun, Newcastle upon 


Met fans, Ramsgate, Civil Engineer. Jan 20. Jordan, Westminster 
NoegMAn, JESSE, Lower Beeding, Sussex, Brickmaker. Jani12. Medwin and Co, 


— ae, Lower Beeding, Sussex, Farmer. Jan 12. Medwin and Co, 


m..., CHARLES, Bristol, Retired Currier. Marchi. Brittan and Co, Bristol 
RusHTon, HENRIETTA, Southport, Lancaster. Jan 30. Slater and Co, Man- 


chester 
ScHLARsB, FRANCIS a Willes rd, Kentish Town, Baker. Jan 20. Young 
and Sons. Mark la: 


RD, ia, Worie, Somerset. Janii. Baker and Co, Weston super 


STEPHENS, Epwarp HENRY, B: ecountant, Feb 20. pune, Bristol 
SvuTErR, ANN, Camden rd. Jan leys and Co, Berners 
Psrer, Clay Grins’ Deity, out of business. Feb 20. + euntia, CUhester- 


Warine, Ricwakp, Liverpool, Gent. Feb 1. Garnett and Tarbe ‘erpool 
oy Dee, 15.] 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


IRTHS. 
Common.— Dec. 11, at 6, South Norwood, Surrey, the wife of A. K. 
Common, solicitor, of a son. 
ROBERTSON.—Dec. 16, at Broad-street, Peterhead, N.B., the wife of Robert 
Robertson, solicitor, of a son. 
Sunpson.—Nov. 2, at Sydney, New South Wales, the wife of A. H, Simpson, 


-at-law, of a son. 
MARRIAGES. 

GrantT—Apams.—Dec. 18, at Plymouth, Corrie Grant, of the Middle Temple, 
barrister-at-law, to Annie, daughter of the late William Adams, of Plymouth. 
~—RocERs.—Dec. 19, at St. Mary Abbott’s, Kensington, Henry Studdy 
_ Theobald, of 10, ‘beanie, Lincoln’s- ster-at-law, to Anne, daughter 

of the late Edward Rogers, of Goldthorn, Wolverhampton. 
Hovstzy.—Dec. 16, Samuel John Housley, barrister-at-law, of Crowhurst, 

sanniees Angry aged 50 yours. Ww llingto 

_ at his ence, We n-sq after much 
suffering, borne with true Christian f reitude: “Thomas Hogings of the Middle 
Temple, maneitenat-lnw, aged 73, conde beloved and deeply mourned. Colonial 


pine. Dest 10, Pilaaey Edgar Prest, barrister-at-law, of Manchester. 








LONDON _GAZETTES. 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED 
Under the oe Ke A Act, 1869. 
T UESD AY, al 
Sutcliffe, Joseph, Manchester, Yarn Agent. 4 Dee 10 
THE BANKRUPTCY ACT, 1883, 
Ferway, Dec. 18, 1885. 


'@ ORDERS. 
Alcock, Samuel, Sunderland, Solici f 
a derlan itor. ‘Bunderland. Pet Nov 2. Ord Dec 10, 


SS: Apert North road, Caledonian road, Cattle Mar' =e 
BW. Order made under sec 103. Ord Dec 10. inn ieee: 


= po Leeds, Grocer. Leeds. Pet Dec 14. Ord Dec14. Exam Jan5 


H., Gracechurch st, E: # 
pesain Jen vi st at 34, Linc etme fi ap Come, Sue aer 8: Ge Deve. 


la Haye Warwick, Prof f M 
7 Ope 5 ny Ss ofessor of Music. Warwick. Pet Dec 


Brazendale, Archibald Pocklington, Yorks, Boot 
Ord Dec 14. Exam. Jan 6 ee  Gullahall, Yor Maker. York. Pet Dee 11, 


de 4 % 
Frain jen bat Y ase rip ainter. Leeds. Pet Dec 14. Ord Dec 14, 
Charles, marton rd, Holloway, Corn F. 
cana Jobs Ss, Gam Jan 7 ot 1, ‘a 34, Lincoln's im e. High Court, Pet Dec 
orcester, 
Exam Dec 9 at 11.30 actor. orcester. Pet Deci4. Ord Dec 


obteey, Chories, South Shields, Saddler. Newcastle onTyns. Pet Dects. Ord 


Dec 15. 
Sh 
andall, Wiley, serif Hutton, Yorks, Carrier. Scatborough, Pet Dec 16. 


Dever, Eagat, pegene Lime Merchant, Lewes and Eastbourne, Pet Dev 16, 
Die aein midrnare Moped MenmeplyPree, 





— 


De. Th sos Henrique * ce unknown, Wine Merchant. High 
br og Pet Nov 3. ont Deo 15 15. xa Jan 27 at 11, at 24, Lincoln’s ing 


a at neat J 1 Jan 29a 1 at 4, Linoola's dria Dour. Fat Deets 
a com's 8 
aco prckcap hes pags ye Se 1. Ord Deci2. Exam 
an 


Bothy duumberian, Builder. Newcastle on Tyne. Pet 
Grd Deo Baa Doo it Salesman. New. 
. Pet Dec 15. Ord Deots, 


ripe a ees Seibel 


h Court. Pet Nov 21. 
noes 6. Exam Jan 29 ai 49, at 94, Lincoln's inn n fee o 
‘ox, Richard, Wray with Botton, 


Np tg 7 ll Preston. Pet Dec 1 
eat Dest oa pte: - 


15 

Grinyer, ¥ Walter, Brookville rd, Fulham. Builder. Court, Pet Apr it, 

Ho! ‘Gearge, Lo a Sa —_ mag th. Pet Dee 

otk Yarmouth. 14, 

ony pee ‘Beam Jan tt at 2.30, at Townhall, Great Yarmouth 

Homer, Charles Hume Exe Yoson Ocilar, Southampton row, High 
Holborn, Builders. High Court, Pet Dec 15. Ord Dec 15. Exam Jan 29 at 
11.30 at 34, Lincoln’s inn Relds 

Jenkinson, Thomas mee, aap, ¥ orks, Fisherman. Scarborough. Pet Dec 14. Ord 
Dec ‘Exam Feb 2 at 12 

ee, Tea Dealer. Birmingham. Pet Deci4. Ord Deo 


. m Jan Charl es Marr, and William Steward, Gorleston, Suffolk, 
g Boat Owners. Gt Yarmouth. Pet Dec14, Ord "Dec 14. Exam Jan ii 
at 2.30 at Townhall, Gt Yarmouth 
Longhurst, James, address unknown, Licensed Victualler. High Court. Pet 
Nov 18. Ord Deci2. Exam Jan 28 at 11.30 at Ae! Lincoln’s inn fields 
Lovelace, Benjamin. London wall, London er. High Court. Pet Dec 
16. Ord Dec 16. Exam Jan 28 at 11 at 34, nt oats s inn fields 
Mackenzie, Edward, Blyth, Tegtpatabecienh, Grocer. Newcastle on Tyne. Pet 
Dec 16. Ord Dec 16. Exam Jan 5 
Oldroyd Brothers, Batley, Yorks, Cloth Finishers. Dewsbury. Pet Dec3. Ord 


enry, seaiaghas, Plumber. Birmingham. Pet Dec 15. Ord Dec 
15. ee Jan 14at2 

Pearce, Edwin Victor, and Frederick William Foster. Goenlocn, BE nr Newport, 
Mon, Builders. Newport, Mon. Pet Dec 14. Ord Ord Deo ti, Exam Deo’ at 


Pearce, Tape, Newport, Men, Coal Shipper. Newport, Mon. Pet Dec i4. Ord 

Dec xam Dec 

Pores ee Walaa, Sta Stattordshire, Licensed Victualler. Walsall. Pet Dec 12, 
am Jan 1 


Piles, John and Joseph Siu Biron Rail 1 Keighley, 3 Yorks, Commission Weavers, 


, William, Askrigg, Yor' Dealer. Northallerton. Pet Dec 14, 
Ord Dec 14. Exam Jan 18 at 11 .80 at Court house, Northallerton 
Richards, Joseph, Cardiff, Butcher. Cardiff. Pet Dec15. Ord Dec15. Exam 





Jan 14 at 2 
Salisbury, Enoch Robert Gibbon, Chester, Barrister at Law. Chester. Pet Dec 
15. Ord Dec 15. Exam Jan 7 at 12 at County © ourt Offi 


* ce 

Conley, John Waters, St Geo 1 urseryman. Bristol. Pet 
Dec 14. Ord Dec14. Exam an 15 at 12 at Bristol 

Searchfield, Theodore, Clapham rd, Wandsw Builder. High Court. Pet 


Dec 16.. Ord Dec 16, Jan 26 at 11.30 at 34, coln’s inn fields 
pe. yey Cheltenham, Baker. Cheltenham. Pet Nov 13. Ord Dec 16. Exam 
an 


at 12 
- —; Tom, Penrith, Cumberland, Hatter. came Pet Dec 16. Ord Dec 16. 
See Ee ene. C 
d Geo: mall, South Normanton, Spondon, Derby- 





Small, Th: enry, an 
shire, pottery | retors. s._Derby. "Pot Dec 15, Ord Dec15. Exam Jan 2 

T estb Glo ree ot hw a Bristol. Pet 
Dec 14. * aed Deo i 4. Exam Jan 16 at 12 at Guildhall, B 


The following amended notice is substituted for aueon » in the 
London Gazette of Dec 11 
| J 19 = Se olice Gonstable. Birmingham. Pet Dec 7. 


an 6 at 2 
Finst MEETINGS. 
Armitage ae, Codzio, LAverpool, Boot Dealer. Dec 29 at 3. Official Receiver, 35, 
2 ’ 
Barnard, Arthur, Holborn, Betting Agent. Jan 1 at 11. 38, Carey st, 
Linco sinn 





Ferry, Bovians, areas, LAnenee Victualler. Jan 1 at 12.30. Official 

Receiver, Benk chore, Hristo 

Bigmore, Jago Hayer'! Pltolk, Clothier. Jan 5 at 2.45. O. F, Freeman, 
licitor, ee 


Bowman, William, Liverpool, Chemist. Dec 30 at 8. Official Receiver, 35, 
Victoria st, Liverpool 

Brazendale, Archibald, Pocklington, Yorks, Boot Maker. Jan 7 at 2. Official 
Receiver, — 

Brooks, Walter Reginald, and Arthur Attawell, Liverpool, Aerated Water 
Manufacturers. Dec 29 at2. Offi iver, 86, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Brat Edmund Thomas, » citor. Jani at 1. Bankruptcy 

, Portugal st, Lincoln’s 


a. ae Sheffield, dow yom Dec 29 at 3. Official Receiver, Figtree 

Cole, Willies paeaey, Canterbury, Grocer’s Assistant. Jan 1 at 10. 32, St. 
George’s ae Naw ve ge, 

Cool Nat Cheetwood, nr Man 


Brushmaker. Jan 19 at 3. 

Receiver, Ogden’s chbrs, Bria st, Manchester 

Ocoee, John, the younger, Worcester, t Factor. Dec 90 at 10.30. Official 
ver, 

Cossey Phasien, Sow Shields, Saddler. Dec 29 at 3. Official Receiver, Pink 


lane, on 
Cubitt, —. P ge, Upton, Norfolk, Farmer. Jan 2 at 12. Official Re- 
ceiver, 8, King 
Farrell. tiiomas, allsend, seemepernad, Builder. Jan 4 at 2.30. Official 
Receiver, Pin e, Newcastle on Ty 
South Benwell, pee ttle Salesman. Dec 
ver, Pink len e 
’ Dealer. 1 19 ny 8.80. Official Receiver, 
se oneden’ “ Mahe Bridge 7. 
i Mahey oe Proton “2 Part my om Dec 30 at 11. 
ver, Andrew’s ¢ 22, 
ae Se oha, Bistainedeams Bil ee "Jan 6 at 11. Official Receiver, Bir- 


Giiie 
at 2. ou 


nr Pembroke, Grocer. Dec 29 at 2. Official Receiver, 
pten, Oxford Oxford, Builder. Dbé 30 at 11.90, Official Re- 


art | Son ee Jan 1 at 11, Bankruptoy 
i th Deo 0 04 1| OMe Redetver, Me 
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ie, Edward Blyth, Hevthupberiand, Grocer. Dec 30 at 11. Official Re- 
— on 


James William, Birmingham, Police Constable. Jan 4 at 11.30. Official 
ng Nottingham 





win Victor, and Frederick William Foster, gjewport, Builders. Dec 
Hog Receiver, 12, Tredegar pl, Newport 


ort, — Coal Shipper. Dec 29 at 12.3 30, Official Receiver, 
perrins, Enos, 4 pm} Victualler. Dec 29 at 11.15, Official Receiver, 
Bridge st, W' 


ton, William, gy EN Yorks, Cattle Dealer. Dec 31 at 12.45. Nixon’s Ruail- 
erton 


way Hotel, Northall 
Ravenor, Henry pe Lamington, Hampshire, Plumber. Janiatii. Official 
Recet : s .J 
Sealey "yeh Waters, St Gearm, apg eng Nurseryman. Jan 1 at 3. 
Receiver, Bank chbrs, Bristol 
Skelton, Tom, Penrith, Cumberland, Hatter. Dec 30 at 19.90. 34, Fisher st, 
Carlisle 


wan Daniel Manlev, Balsall Heath, Worcestershire, Labourer. Dec 31 at 12.30, 
Official Receiver, Birmingham 
Toogood, Frederick, Westbury on Trym, Baker. Jan 1 at 2.30. Official Re- 
ceiver, Bank chbrs, Bristol 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


Bigmore, Jacob, Haverhill, Suffolk, Clothier. Cambridge. Pet Dec 11. Ord Dec 14 

Charles, Richard, Grifiiths Town, nr Pontypool, Mon, Grocer. Newport, Mon. 
t Dec 2 ec 1 

Ok John, Haymarket, York, Grocers’ Assistant. York. Pet Nov 27. Ord 


10 
oalings, @ Gouge Frederick, Scarborough, Draper. Scarborough. Pet Dec 1. 
Donaldson, Harriet Frances, Ludgate Hill, Milliner. High Court. Pet Dec 15. 
Ord Dec 15 
Dantiey J: — Henry, Yeovil, Somerset, Pianoforte Maker. Yeovil. Pet Nov 
ec 1 


Bradford. Pet Nov19. Ord Dec 16 
omas, Wallse nd, Northumberland, Builder. Newcastle on Tyne. 
Pet Nov 28. Ord Dec 15 
Featherstone, Robert, South Benwell, MesGuanbetans, Cattle Salesman. 
castleon Tyne. Pet Dec 14. Ord Dec 1 
ap a Colchester, Essex, Wapemeieee. Colchester. Pet Nov 26. Ord 


Foster ‘William, Manchester, Tea Dealer. Manchester. Pet Dec 15. Ord Dec 15 

Fox, we Star st, Edgware rd, Omnibus Proprietor. High Court. Pet Nov 
18, 

Gough, . — Renileworth, Staffordshire, Silversmith. Birmingham. Pet Dec 
7 ri ec 15 

Has, oon re High rd, Willesden Green, Grocer. High Court. Pet 
ov rd Dee 1 

Harrison, Joseph, Bi om ge Draper. Bi ham. PetNov2. Ord Dec 15 

ees John, Heywoo Lancashire, Printe olton. Pet Nov 25. Ord Dec 3 

r, Harry, B ingham, Tea Dealer. Birmingham. Pet Dee 14. Ord Dec 16 
fo "Margaret, eather Yorks, out of business, Dewsbury. Pet Dec 8. Ord 


Love, Charles James, Porth, Glamorganshire, Builder. Poutypridd. Pet Dec 10. 
Ord Dec 14 


ar decd gifted. Aston, nr Birmingham, Tobacconist. Birmingham. Pet Oct 

2. Ord Nov 1 

ree. S Henry, Aston, nr Birmingham, Plumber. Birmingham. Pet Dec 15. 

Pearce, Edwin Victor, and Frederick hay» Foster, Newport, Mon., Builders. 
Newport, Mon. Pet Dec 14. Ord Dec 1 

—, Isaac, Newport, Mon., Coal Ehipwer. Newport, Mon. Pet Dec 14. Ord 


Dyson, Mary, Huddersfield, Tailor. 


New- 





Penny, Edward Charles James, Pitminster, Somersetshire, Carpenter. Taunton. 
Pet Nov30. Ord Dec 12 
Pet Dec 12. Dec 14. 


Perrins, Enos, Walsall, Licensed Victualler. Walsall. 
ratte, at a Askrigg, Yorkshire, Cattle Dealer. Northallerton. Pet Dec 
rd Dec 1 
er, Jobe Ygters, St. George, Gloucestershire, Nurseryman. Bristol. Pet 
eC r¢ 

Small, Thomas Henry, and George Small, South Normanton, Derbyshire, 
Colliery, Proprietors. Derby. Pet Dec 15. Ord Dee 15 

Starkey, Jesse, Stoke Golding, Leicestershire, Manufacturer. Leicester. Pet 
Nov 23, Ord Dec 12 


Turner, Henry, Leicester, Frame Smith. Leicester. Pet Nov 16. Ord Dec t2 
oot Eastbourne, Bricklayer. Lewes and Eastbourne. Pet Dec 1. 


1 
Wikinen, Joseph, Bristal, Yorks, Blacksmith. Dewsbury. Pet Nov 30. Ord 


Weosiord, Adcipiee Heoturick, Arthur, Norfolk cresent, Hyde Park, Clerk in 
Orders, High Court. Pet Oct 16, Ord Dec 14 
Wile t, George, an * William Spalding, Lowestoft, Suffolk, Fish Merchants. 
Great Yarmouth. Pet Dec 4. Ord Dec 14. 
TUESDAY, Dec. 22, 1885. 
RECEIVING ORDERS, 
Armstrong, John, Middleton, Lancashire, Mill Manager. Oldham. Pet Dec 19. 
Ord Dec 19. Exam Jan 26 at 11 
Barker, Frank Peter, Aintree, Lancashire, Paint Manufacturer. Liverpool, Pet 
Dec 19. Ord Dec 19. Exam Jan 4 at 11 at Court house, Government bidgs, 


> Vistoria st, Live 
Batt, Edward Batis, Advertising Agent. Portsmouth. Pet Dec 18. Ord 
Dec 19. Exam Jan 
Boyes John Pembroke poe. Draper. Pembroke Dock. Pet Dec17. Ord Dec 
17. Exam Dec 29 at 11.30 
Brown, Oharles, Reading, Builder. Reading. Pet Dec17. Ord Dec17. Exam 
Jan 14 at 2 at Assize Courts, Reading 
vt Michael, Bolton, Lancashire Jeweller. Bolton. Pet Dec18. Ord Dec 


en Jan 11 at 11 
Clarke, illiam, Huddersfield, Watchmaker. Huddersfield. Pet Dec 18. Ord 
18, Exam Jan 11 at 11 
Oste, Alexander, Anerley, Surrey. Croydon. Pet Nov4. Ord Deci7, Exam 
Davis, John, and Thomas Devison, West Bromwich, Stagordahire, Brick Manu. 
facturers. Oldbury. Pet Dec 16. Ord Dec17. Exam Jan 
Disley, James, , Wigan, Oil Manufacturer, Wigan. Pet Deo 19. Ord Deo 19. 
an 5 a 0), 
Doughton, Thomas, Aberystwith, Cardiganshire, Earthenware Dealer. Aberyst- 
aut. Pet D Dec 18. Ord Dec 18, Exam Jan 5 at 1.30 ~4 
verett, John Frederic, Brighton, no ocoupation. Brighton. Pet Deo 18. Ord 
a a .e Meu Wid High 
a, — ork 8 ortman Vidow. Court. Pet Dec5, Ord 
gure 19. Exam Feb 6 at 11 at MM, Lino din’ sinn f fields 
eae, Thomas Barnabas, Norwich, Game Salesman, Norwich. Pet Deo 19. 
ant Dec 19. Exam Jan 13 at 19 at Shirehall, Norwich Castle 
nathan, Manchester, Woollen Merchant. Manchester. Pet Dec?, Ord 
xam Jan 
ne vac Pest, Bi *e William, Landport, Hampshire, Agent: Portemouth. Pet Deo 


Bing Plato Fares, Stoke woen Trane and 








Grey, ca. ,_ a. Boot Dealer. Newcastle on Tyne. Pet Dec 


adam Ny ames, Lime st, Merchant. Court. Pet Oct 27. Ord Dee 19. 
Exam Febs 3 at at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn 
William, Bristol, Hardware Factor. Bristol. Pet Nov 14. Ord Dee 
18. Exam Jan 15 at 12 at Guildhall, Bristol 


Kemp. Walter Robert, Hartwell, Northamptonshire, Farmer. Northampton. 
Pet Dec 14. Ord Dec 14 Exam Jan 5 
iam, Seceies ‘Lennard, Cc , Surgeon. Cardiff. Pet Dee 16. Ord Dee 16. 
wo Hotlerick, Ellingham rd, Shep ’s Bush, Iron Merchant. Hijeh 
Court. Pet Dec 18. Ord Dec 18, ‘Exam ttle berm 
Morse, William Havent, sai ond Samuel t Deo tf On Des — nr F 
Hampshire, Pet ‘eb bs ie bia 
Nicholas, Joe, Corston, “Tomeashahine RN 3 ee Bath Mee yi 


Dec 19. Exam Jan 14 at 11.30 
Pocock, Albert Richard, Cothepingson, Hampshire, Grocer. Portsmouth. Pet 
Dec 18. 


Ord Dec 18. Exam Jan 
Robinson, Thomas, Middlesborough, Joiner. Stockton on Tees and Middles- 
Rescue p Rag Miso tee a ye Carriage Builder. 
mer Norto . ; 
nw Wells, Pet Deo 16. Ly LOE crfolk, Boot Makers. Ipswich. Pet 
, and Jamet Huggins, e, ers. Ips 
Dec 17. Ord Dec17._ Exam Jan 21 at 11 
Scarr, Bethel Bowser, Kingston upon Hull, Boat Builder, 0, How Hall. 
Pet Des. Ord Dec 17, Exam Jan 18 at 2 at Court house, ‘own Hull 
ward Spencer, Great Yarmouth, Banker’s Clerk. Great_ Yarmouth. 
Pet Dec 16. Ord Dec 16. Exam Jan 11 at 2.30 at To Snot wt Wane 
Sperring, Higery George, Chislehurst, Builder. Croydon. Pet Dec9. Ord Dec 
Tay lor, John, York, out of igehennt. York. Pet Dec 4. Ord Dec 18. Exam 
an 8 at 11 at Guildhall, Yor 
Talon York, ents of. Business. York. Pet Dec 4. Ord Deci8. Exam 
—< 8 at 11 at — T 
Robert, Bris censed Victualler. Bristol. Pet Dec 17. Ord Dec 
vie J nae os oo at ‘Geatal, - : Miller. East Stoneh Pet 
cary, Jo) enry Homan, Devon, ouse. 
Dec 19. Ord Deci9. Exam Jan 12 at 11 
Waddle, Thomas, Gateshead, nha, Plumber. Newcastle on Tyne. Pet Dec 
Ord Dec 19° 19. — Dec 3: 
Webber, Edward John, East a Norfolk, Retired Captain in 4,438 
Norwich. Pet Deci5. Ord Dec 17. Exam Jan 12 at 12a* Shirehall, orwich 





Castle 
Fimst MEETINGS. 
, Alfred Francis, Rings ares 7% Solicitor. Jan 6 at 11. Bankruptcy 
Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fiel 
Boe ward, Southsea, Advertising Agent. Jan 4 at 4. Official Receiver, 166, 


Queen st, Portsea 


Blackith, Hanson de la Haye, Warwick, Professor of Music. Dec 30 at 11. 
WwW Barker Sanderson, Solictor, Church st, Warwick 
Brows. Michael, Bolton, Lancashire, Jeweller.. Dec 31 at 11, 16, Wood st, 
olton 
Cundall, William, Sheriff Hutton, Yorks, Carrier. Dec 30 at 3. Official Re- 
ceiver, 74. Newborough st, rboro 
i. James Anderson, Park pl, St. James’s, Club Proprietor. Jan 1 at 12. 
me = AY bide Portu al st, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Filion wtenstall, Lancashire, Grocer. Dec 30 at 3.30. Official Re- 
ceiver, Ogden s chbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 
ven, epee, 7 st, Edgware rd, Omnibus Proprietor. Jan 1 at 1. 33, Carey 
st, coln’s inn 
Fox, Richard, Wray with Bolton, Lancashire, Farmer. Dec 31 at 2. Law 
Society Sale Rooms. Castle hill house, Lancaster 
Frost, John, East Ham, Essex, Fiorist. Jan 6 at12. 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
onathan, Manchester, Woollen Merchant. Jan 20 at 3. Official Receiver, 
Ogden’s chbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 
Goodman, James William, Landport, Hants, Agent. Jan 4 at 2. Official Re- 
en 166, Queen st, Portsea 
oodwin, Josep ph, Dilhorne, Staffordshire, Farmer. Dec 31 at 4. Official Re- 
ceiver ewcastle under Lyme 
Grey, J Washington, Parham, Boot Dealer. Dec 31 at 2.30. Official Receiver 
Pink lane, Newcastle on 
GERM, Caner Craddock, 1 Mali, Barrister at Law. Jan 4at 11. 33, Careyst, 
ncoln’s inn 
Hignehtcs, Wihien. "trae Hardware Factor. Jan4 at 3.30. Official Receiver, 
chbrs, Bristo! 
Huggins, James (sep estate), Scole, Norfolk, Bootmaker. Dec 31 at 12.45. Offi- 
cial Receiver, 2, Westgate st, Ipswich 
Jenkinson, ‘Thomas, Filey A. ace Dee 30 at 11.30. Official Receiver, 
74, Newborough st, Scar 


Leek, John, and Richard Locke Southwell, Nottinghaashive, Dealers in Coal. 
Jan 5at12. Official Receiver, ‘High Marts Notting! 
Mackness, Howard Hinton, Canton, Grocer. ecw 4 at 12. Official Re- 
ceiver, 8, Crockherbtown, Cardiff 
Mengel, Cari, Compton terr, Highbury, ee Schoolmaster. Janéati. 33, 
Jarey 8 coln’s inn 
Moszis, George, Nottinghamshire, Contractor. Jan 5 at 2. Official Receiver, 


B povement. Notting 
Morse, Edward, and Samuel Isaac Hayter, Suckton, nr Fordingbridge, 
Bakers. Jan 4at 8. Official Reosiver: 
Mortimore, Charles, Exeter, Oil Merchant. Dec 30 at 11. Castle of Exeter, 
Panter, Peter, and James Robert rome 
Builders. Jan 6 at 11. Ag aoa eR} 
Pye ouse, John, Exeter, Coal ~a— Jan 1 at is. 
i, Gunagetde, | Waldegrave mi, Teddington, Builder. Dec 30 at 12. 
Commission Weavers. 
acer, 31, Manor row 
past Rickert. Catherington, Hants, Grocer, Jan 4at 3 Official Re- 
ceiver, 166, Queen st, Portsea 
. ~~] William, Heavitree, Devon, Builder. Deo 30 at 11, Castle of Exet.., 
xeter 
Edward Horton, th Torede, Rpsom, Horse Trainer. Deo®3at3. Official 
Raye. Raw 109, Victoria on Westm 
nomen Servos. § Somerset, Carriage Builder. Jan 4 at 


Mid 
ver, Bank oh 
Wesigmce ot, Ipswich ik, Bootmaker. Deo 31 at 12.90, Official 


eer tees ovine, Hertel, Sovetakan. Deo 31 at 12. 
= os) 

a ALS 3 Kew ~ Tenis. Deo 31 at 3. Official Receiver, 
Sti, cose, Barrister at Law. Jan 5 at 12. 


bee tain boot Manugeoburen. Jan 4 at 18. 33, Carey 
Pd cochaus, Rae, Dee # at 8.18, CMMotal Resebter, 14) Ring at) 


28 and hi 
Pickles, hog and nt Jose bh r Shuttleworth, Keighley, ¥ 

Dec 30 at_11. 
Pocock, Al 
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Sperring, Henry George, Chiselhurst, Kent, Builder, Jan 4 at 3. Official Re- 
ceiver, 109, Victoria st, Westminster 

Taylor, J ohn, York, out of business. Dec 30 at2. Official Reswiver, York 

Taylor, William, York, out of business. Dec 30 at 2. Official Receiver, York 

Turnbull, Robert, Bristol, Licensed Victualler. Jan 4 at 3. Official Receiver, 
Bank chmbrs, Bristo! 

‘Waddle, Thomas, Gateshead, Durham, Plumber. Jan 2at 11. Official Receiver, 
lane, Newcastle on Tyne 

Will: . Da d, Llandaff, Glamorganshire, Commission Agent. Dec 31 at 11. 

ver, 3, Crockherbtown, Cardiff 

Williams, Thomas, Lianharran, Glamorganshire, Farmer. Dec 31 af 12. Official 
Receiver, 8, Crockherbtown, ‘Cardiff 

Williams, Lianharran, Glamorganshire, Commercial Traveller. 
Dec 31 at 12.30. Official Receiver, 3, Crockherbtown, Cardiff 

Willis, Ed Avery, West Wratting, Cambridgeshire, Gent. Jan 7 at 12. 
F. G. Aston, Solicitor, 61, Gresham House, Old Broad st, London 

ADJUDICATIONS. 
‘Allin, Robert Fox, Wye, Kent, Grazier. Canterbury. Pet Nov 27. Ord Dec 18 
Armstrong. . John, Middleton, Lancashire, Mill Manager. Oldham. Pet Dec 19 


Astill, _ John, and Ellen Astill, Nottingham, Joiner. Nottingham. Pet Dec 9. 


Ord 
Austin, Sibest, North rd, Caledonian rd, Cattle Market, Builder, High Court. 
Receiving Ord made under sec 103. Dec 18 

Bairstow, . ohn, Leeds, Yorks, Grocer. Leote. Pet Dec 14. Ord Dec 17 

Boston, , Walter, Northgate, Darlington, Tobacconist. Stockton on Tees and 
Middiesborough. Pet Nov 20. Ord Dec 18 

Bowman btu Live ord rd Chemist. Liverpool. Pet Sept19. Ord Dec 18 
rae Robert, Ringtor rd, West hill Wandsworth, Builder. Wandsworth. 


Brain, William Robert, * Middlesborou h, Boot Dealer. Stockton on Tees and 
Middlesborough. Pet Nov 27. Ord Dec i8 
Deeg. Er, ountsorrel, Lelcestershire, Shopkeeper. Leicester. Pet Nov 24. 


17 
ar 5 Blomfield st, London, Architect. High Court. Pet Nov 17. 
Ord Dec 
Chapman, Walter William, Standon, Hertfordshire, Farmer. Hertford. Pet 
Dec1. Ord Dec 19 


Clifford, Frank, Elizabeth st, Eaton sq, out of business. Brentford. Pet Dec 11. 
oo ' Cee, Hillmarton rd, Holloway, Corn Factor. High Court. Pet 


Ord Dec 16 
Cook, Reuben, Enfield, Farmer. Edmonton. Pet July 24. Ord Dec 18 
Cooke, Joseph, St John’s Wood ter, St John’s Wood, no occupation. High 
Pet Nov 2. Ord Dec 16 

BA -§ Nathaniel, Broad 4.8 Cheetwood, nr Manchester, Brushmaker. 
Manchester. Pet Dec 12. Ord Dec 17 

Crofts, John, Margate, ana gy Canterbury. Pet Nov 26. Ord Dec 

Croome, Archibald, panto gdns, Kensington, Coffee Planter. High Gun. 
Pet Sept 28. Ord Dec 

Evans, Evan Herbert, Cardiff, Tailor. Cardiff. Pet Decii. Ord Dec 16 

wet, wie Wray with Bolton, Lancashire, Farmer. Preston. Pet Dec 

Gate. William, Kelling, Norfolk, Publican. Norwich. Pet Nov 20. Ord 


Gill, Jonathan, Manchester, Woollen Merchant. Manchester. Pet Dec 7. Ord 
Goodman, pemnee William, Landport, Hants, Agent. Portsmouth. Pet Dec 18. 
Goewill, — Holloway rd, Islington, Plumber. High Court. Pet Nov 10. 
nes, Charles Wilson, Preston, Cotton Spinner. Preston. Pet Nov 10. Ord 
Hughes, Robert, Ramsgate, Furniture Dealer. Canterbury. Pet Dec1. Ord 
Kemp Me ad Robert, 5 Sem, Nortbamptonshire, Farmer. Northampton. 


Pet 14. Ord Dec 


ig Frederick. Northumberland J Tottenham, Late Auctioneer’s Clerk. 

Edmonton. Pet Nov4. Ord Dec 

Mackenzie, Edward, Blyth, Westinmaberiand, Grocer. Newcastle on Tyne. Pet 
Dec 16. Ord Dec 17 


Nicholas, Owen, Teatee, Carmarthenshire, Farmer. Carmarthen. Pet Dec 5. 


3 Charles peemes, Edith rd, West Kensington, Gent. High Court. Pet 

une 8. 

Panter, Peter, aol eames Robert ro. Little Queen st, High Holborn, 
Builders. High Court. Pet Dec9. Ord Dec 18 

ei 58 , William, Addison rd, Acton, out of Dustnces. Brentford. Ord Oct 13. 


oO 12 
Pocock, Albert Richard, Catherington, Hants,Grocer. Portsmouth. Pet Dec 
18. Ord Dec 18 






























Richards, Joseph, Cardiff, Butcher. Cardiff. Pet Dec 15. Ord Dee 15 
Robinson, Thomas, een, Joiner. Stockton on Tees and 

borough. Pet Dec18. Ord Dec 
Gisoperd, G , George, Weston hand Confectioner. Bridgwater. Pet Noy 


Vinee. rs, Samuel, Headey green, nr Nantwich, Farmer. Nantwich and Q 
vine Teo 18. or teria, Tailor. Birmingham. Pet Nov 17. ot , r 
be ore David money, John st, Edgware rd, jronmonger. High Court, 
ov 4. Ord Dec 
Wiiege, Thoman, Lianharran, Glamorganshire, Farmer. Oardiff. Pet B 4, 


Williams, William, Sawmill C aoe, e ntyclown, oe meee Glamorgan 
ommercial Traveller. Oaraift 4 Dena. Ord Dec ‘ 
wor —, Brockley, a, a Merchant. High Court. Pet Nova ® 


right, Wiliam Henry, and Arthur Chetan Nairne, Ramsgate, Wheelv 
ury. Pet Dec1. Ord Dec 18 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Rogers, John Frederick, Liverpool, Fruit Broker. Liverpool. Adjud June @) 
Annul Dec 11 % 
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Sc HY EITZER’S COCOA TIN A 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 
Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality 
the excess of fat extracted. 

The Zoe presemese it “* the most nutritious, per- 
fectly digestible beverage for Breakfast, Luncheon, or 
Capes. and invaluable for Invalids and Children. 

Highly commended by the entire Medical Press. 


ROBE 


times the strength of cocoas THICKENED yet WEAKENED 
witb 8 &c., and IN REALITY CHEAPER than such 


Made = with boiling water, a teaspoonful 
to a Breakfast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny,. 
Cocoatima a La Vanitxz is the most delicate, digestible, 
cheapest Chocolate, and may be taken when 
yw as is prohibited. 


Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, 
and Clerks of the Peace. 


CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS 
ESTABLISHED 1689, 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


EDE AND SON, Pp p Ss’ 
Pas « MAKERS, E 

BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 

Judicial Bench, Corporation of 


To Her Majesty the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the 
y London, &c. 
Being with a 
all peistes Keeps for ears in all climates, nnd a ROBES FOR QUEEN'S COUNSBL AND BARRISTERS 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS 






GRATEFUL—COMFORTING 





Town Cler 8, 


INTEMPERANCE. 
COLMAN HILL HOUSE RETREAT, 


HALESOWEN, WORCESTERSHIRE. 





In tins at 1s. 6d., 3s., » ne &c., by Chemists and 


=. 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Lo ot ang 
H. Scuweirzsr 4 Co.,10, Adam-st., Strand, London, W. 





& CO.’S celebrated old- ENT. IN 

established FURNISHING WAREHOUSES, 14 and AGCOU 

Rn gy EN EEF legant | ‘Th 
ty) Bw rah a ie, antique e t 

inlaid Sheraton, Chippendale, Adams, and newest | C - 

styles by Gillow sae others, handsome side- 

boards, dining tables, bookcases, ca anote wardrobes, 





ESTABLISHED 
IRKBECK 
Southampton-buil 


INTEREST” allowed on 
UPRIOR SEUUNDHAND FURNI- | pEPositS tapasebioo 

7 .TURE.—SPILLMAN DEPOSITS, re } Tepe ble on demand. 
celculated on the 
the largest | balances, when not drawn below 
Bank ae oe apg for ite ‘Customers, free of 


harge, the Custody of Deeds, 
Fachange, Divide aluables eet aeiiaeos| Cabs N harge for time given. 
XC. e. ends, ans oupons; Kg ¥ tra me 
oot and Ann Letters of pel Fo ke with fall full particulars 


and bed-room suites at considera bly below their | and sale e of Stocks Shares, 


tenevened and sent home ual to | Credit 
— ee ice furniture and Turkey compete. The | 
oor th =] offered. Comparisons invited. 


Notes issued. 
The BIRKBECK en with full particu- 
lars, post-free, nee om applies 
RAVENSOROFT Manager. 


T esowe 2. 
dor the misinasy Eu FPUBNISH, your HOUSES or APARE 
eh he on 










Licensed wnder the Act of 1879, for Ladies only. 
Terms from £2"s. per week. 
Apply to the Proprietors, Townsen/ H: use, 


1861. 
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